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OF A LATE 


EpIsTOLARXT DISs BERTATIOR. 


SIR, 


HO you are, I do not certainly know, 

or if I did, I would not chuſe to di- 
rect to you by your Name, as you have not 
thought fit to give it us yourſelf: Common 
Fame, I find, has pronounced you to be a 
Name juſtly of great Diſtinction in the learned 
World; and herein very far be it from me to 
diſpute its Judgment: But I cannot bring my- 
felt to think, with a great many, your late 
Attacks on Mr. Warburton, in the Epiſtolary 
Diſſertation which you addreſs to him, and 
the Appendix to it, have done Execution: In 
my humble Opinion, your Cauſe is extremely 
bad, and moſt untenable in both its Parts; 

B elſe, 


(2) 


elſe, no doubt, you would have made much 
better of both, than you ſeem to me to have 
done of either, As to that Part, wherein you 
take to Taſk Mr, J/=——7's ſecond Propoſition 
in his projected Demonſtration of the Divine 
Legation of Moſes; as I thought it was not un- 
likely he would, I find, he has, himſelf, ſpared a 
few Hours to confute IM ſhall therefore not 
meddle with it. But there not being the ſame 
| Reaſon againſt my anſwering the other, I will 
humbly preſume on your Patience, while I 
endeavour to bring you into my Opinion of it: 
To convince you of the ſure Truth both of 
Mr. — 7's Interpretation of the Command to 
Abraham to offer his Son Iſaac, and alſo of the 
Uſes he makes of it, and you have impugned; 
that ſuch is this his Cauſe in both its Parts, 
and ſo well ſuſtained by him, that all your 
Attempts on them, and on his Proofs of them, 
have failed of making the leaſt Impreſſion on 
either any where. And not to detain you any 
longer with Prefacing, I'll immediately enter 
on my propoſed Work. I ſhall firſt endea- 
vour to vindicate againſt you Mr, V. 1's In- 
terpretation of the Command in Queſtion ; and 
then the Conſequences he has deduced from it. 
He lays his Foundation in a Text in the 
New Teſtament, This Text, he ſhews,* af- 
firms, That Abraham had a viſible Repreſenta- 
tion of the Redemption of Mankind by the Sa- 
crifice of Chriſt; and if this Sacrifice was re- 
vealed to him, he proves, * by two different 


> Vol. II. p. 593, 594. P. 594—596. 
| =, | Mediums, 
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Mediums, that that Revelation is recorded 
in Scripture : Then, having thus far cleared 
the Way, he proceeds © to ſhew, _ 

1. That there 1s no Place in the whole Hi- 

ſtory of Abraham but this, where he is com- 
manded to offer up his Son, which bears the 
leaſt Traces of ſuch a Revelation. 

2. That this Command has all the Marks 
of, and is indeed that Revelation. 

It is true indeed, the Firſt of theſe Propoſi- 
tions isonly one neceſſary Complement of what 
had been hitherto proved, in order to eſtabliſh 
this Concluſion, That the Command to A- 
graham to ſacrifice his Son, was a viſible Re- 
preſentation, or an Information of Him by 
Action of our Redemption by the Sacrifice of 

Chriſti: But the other, beſides being the laſt 
and compleat Finiſhing oi that Argument, is 
alſo a direct Proof, of itſelf, of the ſame Conclu- 
Gon, independently of any Athftance which it 
receives from the New Teſtament. Accord- 
ingly Mr. —, in ftrength of what he has 
advanced under it, thus expreſſes himſelf, in 
the ſumming up of the whole Argument: 
«« This Hiſtory not only eafily and naturally 
« admits of ſuch a Senſe, but demands it d.“ 

Nevertheleſs, I find, you think very dif- 
ferently of this Matter. For after you have 
_ difprov'd, as you think, his Interpretation of 
our Saviour's Words alledged by him as aſſert- 

ing, That Abraham ſaw a viſible Repreſenta- 
tion of the Sacrifice of Chriſt, you expreſs 

© Page 596. 8 
5 75 2 12 55 yourſelf 
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* in the following Words : © Here 

then, Sir, your Argument muſt neceſſarily 
Ch have its Petiod ; for this Text ſtands as the 
ce FoUNDATION of all that follows ; the 
« Tendency of which is only to ſhew, that 
© (ADMITTING, or ALLOWING that Abraham 
« was acquainted with the great Sacrifice of 
« Chrift) — it is reaſonable to expect an Ac- 
« count of it in his Hiſtory; that — there is 
c no Place in the Hiſtory of Abraham but 
ce this, where he was commanded to ſacrifice 
« his Son, which has the leaſt Marks. or 
« Traces of ſuch a Revelation; that — this 
« Tranſaction ſtands in the very Place where 
«© one would naturally expect to find this Re- 
* velation; that — this Way of Information 
« by Action, is agreeable to the Method of 
cc Providence in other Caſes; and was moſt 
« appoſite to convey the Information intended. 
« This, Sir, is the Subſtance of what occurs 
c between p. 594, and 608, But all this I 
« muſt ſet aſide, as not pertinent, till your 
_« firſt Point iseſtabliſh'd upon ſurer Groundse.“ 

Thus you, And I do not pretend that you 
have defalcated or unfairly repreſented any Part 
of what occurs from p. 594 to 602, where he 
enters on the ſecond Propoſition, which he had 
formally propoſed, and is ſet down above; of 
his ingenious Performance, under which, to 
p. 608, I will humbly preſume to give ſome- 
what a larger Account, than your, very con- 
ciſe indeed Summary is: Previous whereto it 


Appendix p. 145. 
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5 may not be amiſs juſt to mention, That the 


Truth of Abrabam's Hiſtory, and all God's 
other recorded Revelations to him, are admit- 
ted in the Diſpute between Mr. and 
the Infidels. They muſt conſequently admit 
« Abraham's perſonal Character, together 
« with the Choice made of him for Head and 
« Origin of that People, which God would 
« make holy and ſeparate to himſelf, from 
« whence was to ariſe the Redeemer of Man- 
« kind, the ultimate End of the Separa- 
ce tion.“ Is it not, therefore, probable, that 
the Knowledge of this Redeemer would be re- 
vealed to him? © Shall I hide from Abraham 
« the Thing which 1 dof? ſays God, in a Matter 
« that much leſs concerned the Father of the 
« Faithful. It muſt likewiſe be admitted that 
God had expreſly revealed himſelf to him, and 
made him the following Promiſe : I v 
mage of thee a great Nation, and I will bleſs 
[bee and make thy Name great, and thou ſhalt be 
a Bleſſing. And I will bleſs them that bleſs 
thee, and curſe him that curſeth thee ; and in 
thee ſhall all the Families of the Earth be 
blefſeds, Would not then God acquaint this 
ſo extraordinary Favourite wherein this great 
Bleſſing of making all the Families of the 
Earth happy in him conſiſted ? He gave hima 
very particular and exact Account how the 
other general Bleſſing was to be accompliſhed, 
in, the Manner and by the Steps and Degrees 
related by Moſes. Would he not alſo grant 


Gen. xviii. 17. ? Gen. xii. 2, 3. 


him 


„ 

him the ſame Satisfaction with regard to this? 
This, to which the other was ſubſervient and 
only a Means? Is it poſſible to believe but he 
would, without fail, do this, after he had 
raiſed his Expectation, and excited a pro- 
portionable Deſire; by ſo preciſely fixing every 
Particular with regard to the other; by a gra- 
dual and complete Opening to this great View; 
by a gradual and orderly leading to this important 
End; by bringing the Matter nearer and nearer 
to his perſonal Intereſt, and more and more 
forcibly moving his natural Affection? No 
impartial Man can, I am perſuaded, conſider 
theſe Things, and make the leaſt Doubt but 
that God would and did give Abraham the 
Revelation ſpoken of: And this is the only 
End I propoſed in advancing them. One Part 
of what has been ſaid, is in a few Lines laid 
down by Mr, V immediately before he 
enters on his Conſideration of the Words of 
our Saviour in St. John's Goſpel, in which he 
places the Foundation of his Thejis® : And the 
reſt is in the following Argumentsi, of which 
J am going to give an Abſtract, But the Que- 
ſtions in it offered themſelves on laying down 
the previous Obſervation ; and I ſhall not for- 
get that I have already propoſed them, in dif- 

1 Page 592. 

© Which are contained in Page 602—607. All here 
faid to be in thoſe Pages is very plainly expreſſed and im- 


plied in them, eſpecially if they are not conſidered in a de- 
tached Condition, but what precedes be remembered; 


beſides that every Part of it appears ſufficiently in other Parts 
of this his Caſe of Abraham, &c. 


charging 


\ 


62 
charging the Part now to be entered on. The 
Arguments I ſhall repeat very imperfectly (ſet- 
ting aſide the Omiſſions in Conſequence of 
what has been already done) prove principal- 
ly, that the Command to offer up 1/aac, was 
a Revelation to Abraham of the Sacrifice of 


3” Chriſt for the Redemption of all Men; not on 


Suppoſition of the Truth of the Concluſion 
already ſufficiently evinced; but they include, 
and prove it alſo, They are of two Sorts, both 
negative and poſitive; and Mr. — begins 
with the firſt of theſe. 

The other Interpretation, which makes the 
Command to be given to Abraham, only to try 
him (viz. with reſpect to him himſelf) muſt 
needs ſink under the following Abſurdities. 
Whereas all God's other Revelations to Abra- 
ham, even to this laſt, though they relate pri- 
marily indeed to his Poſterity according to the 
Fleſh, do yet reſpe& ultimately the whole 
Race of Mankind; and therefore one would 
naturally expect to find this laſt, the Confirma- 
tion and Completion of the reſt; this Opini- 
on makes it to have no manner of Relation to 
them, but to be foreign to every thing preced- 

ing. 
When the great Searcher of Hearts is pleat- 
ed to try any of his Servants, either for Ex- 
ample ſake, or for ſome other End favourable 
of his Diſpenſations to Mankind, as in this he 
condeſcends to the Manner of Men, who can- 
not judge of their inferior Agents without 
Trial; ſo we may be aſſured he would accom- 
| - | modate 
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modate himſelf to their manner likewiſe in 
the moſt material Circumſtance of their Trial. 
Let us then apply our Ideas of Things to the 
Trial, for the ſake of which alone the Opi- 
nion under Confutation makes this Command 
to be given: Inſtead of being moſt exactly a- 
greeable to, it is expreſsly contradictory of 
them; it is not made, either in order to 
Abraham s being ſet on any Work, or receiv- 
ing any Reward, in Caſe he anſwered : No, 
we are told, that the Trial was made after all 
his Work was done, and all God's Mercies 
conferred; and it came to paſs after theſe 
Things. —— Nay, what is ſtill more ſtrange, 
after he had been once tried already, That in- 
deed it was a Trial, the ſacred Text aſſures 
us; and, directly contrary to the Cale in the o- 
ther Interpretation, wherein neither any Com- 
2 or Truſt, nor Reward, is conſequent on 
; Mr. W — 27's, as we ſhall ſee, makes a 
Benefit to depend on, and be neceſſarily con- 
nected with it; and the efo e it muſt needs 
be the true. 

The following direct Signs and Evidences 
do alſo put it beyond all reaſonable Exception: 
This Command ſucceeds a Series of Revela- 
tions, which are throughout a gradual Open- 
ing, and fit Preparation for ſome future Reve- 
lation, which, in Purſuance of this regular 
Scheme of progreſſive Diſpenſations, could be 
no other than that of the Redemption of Man- 
kind by the Meſjah, the Completion of the 
whole of God's Oeconomy, and the Explana- 

tion 


(9) 


tion of his firſt and fundamental Revelation, 
that in Abraham ſhould all the Familtes of the 
Earth be bleſſed; and there was no other Revela- 
tion, that we read of, after this in Abraham's 
Hiſtory, This Command therefore is the very 
Revelation which! we ſeek; the Revelation 
which perfects all the foregoing, and makes 
the whole Series uniform and complete. And 
the Place in which we find it, exactly ſuits 
ſuch a Revelation, which, being the Comple- 
tion of the reſt, muſt needs be the laſt in Or- 
8 

When Abraham had Reaſon to expect, and 
his Defires were inflamed, by all poſſible Mo- 
tives, to be informed how all Mankind were 
to be bleſſed in him, then came this Com 
mand to him, to offer his Son. Who then 
can think but it is the Revelation which he ſo 
wanted? I think too, I may add another Fit- 
neſs or two of this Information in the Height 
of Abraham's Impatience and Eagerneſs to 
have it, ſuppoſing his offering his Son to be 
that Revelation, not expreſsly mentioned by 
Mr. Warburton, This his Ardency would very 
naturally ſuggeſt, and was a very convenient 
Repreſentation to him of the extreme Love 
and Defire with which God offered up his 
Son for the Salvation of Men. 

Mr. Warburton's Interpretation of this Com- 
mand diſpels all that Perplexity (taken Notice 
of above) in our Ideas of a Trial, on the 
common Interpretation, For admit it, and 
the Trial, as is fit, precedes the laſt and great- 

C 


eſt 
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eſt Favour ever beſtowed by God on Abra- 
ham. And may it not be added, Abraham's 
extreme longing for it, was an admirable En- 
hancement, and the complete Perfection of 
it ? 

Inſtruction by Action was of requatit Uſe 

in Antiquity in perſonal Conferences, long af- 
ter all other Neceſſity had ceaſed for it, than 
for the fake of the ſtronger Impreſſion Mo- 
tion, naturally ſignificative, and entring in at 
the Eye, is fitted to make, than any arbitrary 
Signs to convey through the Ears. And God very 
frequently vouchſafed, in Compliance to a ge- 
neral Cuſtom, to uſe this Way of Informa- 
tion, when he inſtructed the wy Patriarchs 
and Prophets in his Will, 
And, as the high Importance of this Reve- 
lation required its being given in the ſtrong 
and forcible Way of Action; ſo nothing can 
be conceived more appoſite to convey the In- 
formation than His very Action. It is indeed 
very affectingly ſurprizing, even to us, and at 
this Diſtance of Time after it, to ſee how excel- 
lently adapted both the Aion itſelf, and all zfs 
Circumſtances, were to this End; of making 
it a Repreſentation to Abraham, of the whole 
of God's Redemption of us by the Sacrifice of 
his only Begotten, 

What has been ſaid, is indeed that which 
it gave out to be, a very incomplete Account 
of thoſe Arguments which Mr, Warburton has 
urged, with all poſſible Advantage, in Main- 
tenance of the Propoſition, 'tis needleſs to re- 

peat 


22 
2h 
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. peat, And yet I cannot but think, that, even 


from hence alone, it is manifeſt, contrary to 
what you aſſert, both that That, which you 
give as the Subſtance of the Pages in his Book 
referred to by you, falls very ſhort of it, and 
is indeed nothing like it, with regard to this 
Part; and alſo, that this Propoſition is not 
of Service to his Cauſe, only in Conſequence 
of the Truth of his Interpretation of what he 
alledges out of the New Teſtament : But is, 
of itſelf, a very ſufficient Proof, That the 


Command to Abraham to offer his Son, was 


a Repreſentation to Him of the great Sacrifice 


of Chriſt, not only independently of any thing 


in the New Teſtament; but alſo ſetting aſide 

any of the other Aſſiſtances and Supports of 
it, which occur in Mr, Warburton's Proſecution 
of other immediate Ends, both before and af- 
ter it. And therefore I ſhall not ſtand here 
to give theſe laſt named Particulars, and addi- 
tional Confirmations of this Concluſion: Eſpe- 
cially as ſuch of your Objections as I ſhall think 
it will be proper to anſwer in this Place to any 
of the foregoing Proofs, and to the Concluſion 
itſelf, will call for many of them; and then 
they ſhall have them, as I hope, to their com- 


plete Satisfaction, and to the Shame of your 


Cauſe, and your preſent Miſapplication of 115 
lents, you are ſaid to poſſeſs. 

It may be thought Preſumption in me to 
paſs any Judgment of any Thing of yours. 
But yet I cannot help declaring, before I pro- 


| Pole your mentioned Objections, that, in my 


C 2 Opinion, 
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Opinion, you have acquitted yourſelf not much 
amiſs in ſo bad a Cauſe, at leaſt in this Part of 


your Performance, if indeed a Man can ac- 


quit himſelf tolerably, except in a much better 
Cauſe than it is. And I cannot but think, and 
ſometimes ſay to myſelf, it is a Pity 
ſhould undertake Cauſes which muſt miſe- 
rably diſappoint and defeat the beſt Skill and A- 
bilities, Alas! Sir, Milos Strength was Weak- 
neſs itſelf againſt a certain Tree he was once 
ſo imprudent to encounter. What have You 
here done againſt your moſt judicious great 
Adverſary, and certain Truth? 

After having evaded contending with any 
of the very many ſtrong direct Arguments, of 
which ſome Account has been given above, 
beſides others, by the ſham Pretence of giving 
that for the whole Subſtance of them, which 
is really a ſmall, or rather no Part at all of 

them, and making them to be nothing to the 
purpoſe; you having deprived them of that 
Ground, on Suppoſition only of the Sureneſs 


whereof they make any thing to it: You tell 


us, that the laſt Step Mr. Warburton takes in this 
Argument, is to raiſe Objections againſt the 
common Account of this Hiſtory, in order to 
draw an Interence from thence, that his Ac- 
count muſt be the true; and this, you im- 
mediately add, you will conſider», I have per- 
uſed your Conſiderations; and find, that, by the 
laſt Step you ſay Mr. Warburton takes in Sup- 


port of his Interpretation of the Command to 


*'Qcc p. 149. 
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(13) 
Abraham, you mean the Arguments by which 
he, firſt of all, proves, that this Command 
not only eaſily and naturally admits, but re- 
quires the Senſe afferted by him of it. Theſe 
two different negative Proofs, touched on a- 
bove, you jumble together, and confound in- 
to one, the latter of them. Then againſt this 
you proceed with all the Formality of regular 


Approaches, and according to the Rules of 


Art; and indeed you do not only threaten, 
but you almoſt ſeem to do ſomething; but 
this is all but Semblance of Worth; utterly 
vain is your Attempt, and there is nothing 
done, or can be done 1n It, We will ſee if it 
be not ſo. 

This one, and not the moſt confiderable Ar- 
gument of thoſe of the weakeſt kind Mr. War- 
burton has advanced, which you have fingled 
out, whereon to diſplay your polemical Skill, 
and diſcharge Vollies of Objections at, very 
thick indeed, one after another, ſtands briefly 
thus: The other Interpretation, which, or 


this muſt be admitted, makes the Command 


to be given only for the ſake of trying Abra- 
ham ; and yet neither to be previous to the en- 
ruſting bias with any Work, nor in order to 
any Reward; which this makes attendant on 
the Trial, holy Scripture does aſſure us it was. 
And this juſt State of it, as it ſtands in Mr. 
Warburton's Book, eſpecially with what will be 
ſaid in the Courſe of our Argument with you 
on this Head, is ſufficient to ſatisfy you with 
d Pago 151. 5 8 
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how little Reaſon you ſtrongly intimate, at 
leaſt, as if he had given it an unſkilful Di- 
rection.— To prevent Confuſion, as you ſay, in 
the Queſtion between you, you obſerve that 
the common Interpretation does not make the 
Command in Queſtion to have been given as 
a Trial onLy. God's Intention in this Com- 
mand, according to it, was not only to try A- 


braham, but alſo to PpREFIGURE the Sacrifice 


of Chr:/z*. But, Sir, this laſt End, as you make 
it, did not reſpect Abraham ; but future Ages; 
and ſo the common Interpretation makes the 


trying of Abraham to be the only End with 


regard to him, to whom this Command was 
a principal Diſpenſation on both Interpreta- 


tions; and whom Mr, Warburton, as it was pro- 


per he ſhould, only conſidered; as any Bo- 
dy, of very moderate Penetration, could 
not but have clearly diſcerned, who had not 
turned his Mind conſtantly to picking Cavils. 
It is not only indiſputably true, but not diſ- 
puted by you, that the try:ng of Abraham was 


the only End of the Command with reſpect to 


him, in your Interpretation; and conſequently 


without you can account for the Propriety of 


of its being ſo, on our Ideas of Things, that 


Interpretation muſt needs fall; unleſs you can 


make it appear, not an high Soleciſm for the 
All-wiſe, All-powerful God, to lay ſuch an 


Injunction as this Command, on purpoſe to 


try him, without any Reaſon for his doing 
this, only for the ſake of a remote ſecondary 
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End, to be anſwered ſome thouſands of Years 
afterwards; and an End too, which might 
certainly have been equally anſwered without 
this: Not to add, that the Hiſtory itſelf ſuffi- 
ciently ſhews, that your Interpretation is falſe, 
which makes the Command to be given for the 
fake only of trying Abraham, For it does not 
ſay, God gave it 70 tempt Abraham; but it 
ſtands thus: And it came to paſs after theſe 
Things, that God did tempt Abraham, and 


aid: — Take now thy Son, Ce. 


Nevertheleſs, I think too well of the Perſon 
many take you for, not to have the Curioſity to 
ſee how you have performed, ſuppoſing yourſelf 


on the Advantage Ground you endeavoured to 


gain, though with ſuch bad Succeſs; but without, 
however, foregoing that which has been kept a- 
gainſt you. Vou do not pretend, that the Trial in 
the Command, was in order to the committing 


any Buſineſ to Abraham; but you ſay Abra- 


ham lived long after it to enjoy many Bleſſings 
in this Life . And not only this is very true; 
but he was alſo bleſſed in his Poſterity; which 
you might as well have obſerved Sir: But were 
nor all the Bleſſings and Mercies he enjoyed to 
the End of his Life, and his Deſcendants after 
him, given him by God long before this Trial ? 
And therefore this is nothing to your purpoſe. 
You prove nothing, unleſs you prove, that A- 
braham reaped ſome particular Advantages, 
enjoyed ſome Bleſſings, not only ſubſequent to, 
or after, but conſequent on this Trial, on your 
Page 15 1. 5 
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Interpretation ; as it is paſt Diſpute he did on 
Mr. Warburton's, And this, it is plain, you ne- 
ver can be able to do; becauſe after this Trial, 
God only repeated the old Bleſſings, without 
any Addition to them. Indeed as Abraham 
had juſtly forfeited the Mercies before granted 
him, if he had not, not only walked in the 
Laws of his Lord blameleſs, but alſo anſwer- 
ed this Trial; ſo it was very natural, accord- 
ing to our Ideas of Things, for God to renew 
and confirm them on his anſwering ſo as he did: 
but which it equally contradifts, to ſuppoſe 
a Trial was made of Abraham, to have an 


Occaſion to repeat Bleſſings, which he had al- 


ready received; much more, that the Com- 
mand was given for no other End, than only 
to be @ Trial for the fake of this Occaſion, 
that is, for nothing in Effect. 
What if, on Suppoſition the Command was 
not the Information aſſerted by Mr. Warburton, 
there were no Bleſſings, with regard to this 
Life, conſequent on it? You are in a very 


great Surprize, © that he ſhould argue ſo 


« weakly, as if the Reward of good Men had 
e A Reſpect to this Life only ©.” Truly Mr. 
Warburton then, I can tell him, was very 
ſure to be wondered at on this Occaſion. For 
I ſhould have been very much indeed ſurpriz- 
ed to hear, he had taken into Account future 
Rewards, which he has proved to be defigned- 
ly concealed from the Jeus, for whoſe fake, 
more immediately, Moſes wrote his five 
| © Page 152. 
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Books; and therefore, it is certain, there 
would be nothing in them that is utterly irre- 
concilable to Mens Ideas of Things, without 
Recourſe to theſe Rewards, Let it be obſerv- 
ed that the Jews did, or might know, in ge- 
neral, by the Reaſoning uſed above, or the 
like, that the Tranſaction was a Repreſentation 
to their Father Abraham of the Completion 
of the great Promiſe, of bleſſing all Mankind 
in him ; which Sight many Projiirs and Kings 
deſired to ſee, and did not; and which every 
one muſt needs apprehend as a very extraordi- 
nary Privilege and Favour. And this Obſer- 
vation I have made, to obviate an Objection, 
which elſe might ariſe in the Minds of ſome 
Readers, though I cannot think you can be 
ſo weak as to be ſubject to it. But you deny 


this Point, that the Jews of Moſes's Time 


were kept in Ignorance of a future State of 
Rewards and Puniſhments. I might very well 
content myſelf with this Anſwer, that with 
55 little Reaſon you have conteſted Mr. 

Warburton's really unexceptionable Proof of it, 
ſurely no rational Perſon can make the leaſt 
Doubt, is certainly moſt manifeſt from the few 
Strictures he has made on this your Attempt, 
which will very ſoon be publiſhed. But whether 
you will admit this, or not, I'll try to force you, 


nevertheleſs, to a Confeſſion, that a State of 
future Rewards and Puniſhments muſt be left 
3 out of the Queſtion, in accounting for the 


Trial the Command was of Abraham, But, 
in order to this End, it will be proper to pre- 
D mile, 
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the Moſaical Diſpenſation; that future Re- 
wards and Puniſhments are no Sanctions 
of any of his Laws, never referred to in 
them; for you ſay, Moſes, as Legiſlator, had 
no Commiſſion to propound them f. Very 
well: Had they been much made uſe of, 
much ſpoken of in the Law, there had indeed 
been leſs Occaſion: But ſince there was no 
Recourſe to, no Notice taken of them in that 
Law; to which nothing was to be added, and 
which held out worldly Goods and Evils to 
their conſtant Attention (as proceeding from 
God indeed, in Reward or Puniſhment of their 


obeying or tranſgreſſing his Will;) certainly 


Moſes would have been very full of them, 
have taken all Occaſions of expreſſing, and re- 


commending them to Notice in his Hiſtory- 


part, if he had deſigned the Jes ſhould have 
believed them, have been influenced by, or 
paid any Regard to them, Or, at leaſt, 


wherever we find them not, there 1s no Place 


for them, or elſe ſome cogent Reaſon for o- 
mitting them. But what Reaſon could there 
be, never to refer to them in all Abraham's 


Hiſto: y, unleſs the Hiſtorian's Deſign was to 


exhibit all the Inſtances of his Obedience, as 


obtaining a Recompence in this Life? What 


Reaſon could he have to omit them, after A- 
braham's anſwering this Trial, but to direct 


the Jews to the Reward of it in the Tranſ- 
action itſelf? In one Word, if it was not ne- 
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ry Moſes ſhould ſay nothing of future Re. 
N and Puniſhments, ſo as to be taken 
notice of, and underſtood any where, it is 
moſt undeniable he would have mentioned 
theſe Rewards here; ſince he ſo fully repeats 
the old Bleſſings God was pleaſed to re- aſſure 
Abrabam of after the Trial; if God had not 
known it was accountable, and deſigned it to 
be accounted for without them. And this it 


is plainly impoſſible to be, either to Fews or 
_ Chriſtians, but on Mr. Warburton's Interpreta- 


tion of the Command. 
You tell us, Abraham had been tried more 
than once before this Trial; and then you 
e : What if, after all this, the Wiſdom 
* of God ſhould have thought fit, that this 
« very Man, whom he had ſingled out to be 
« an eminent Example of Piety to all Genera- 
ce tions, ſhould, at the very Cloſe of his Life, 
ce give Evidence of it by an Inſtance, that ex- 
« ceeded all that had gone before; that he 
« might be a Pattern of patient ſuffering even 
« unto the End?“ TI anſwer, Abraham was 


never deſigned to be ſet forth as an Inſtance 
of patient Suffering, without a conſequent Re- 


ward in this Life, in Conſequence of what I 
have juſt now ſaid, in Anſwer to your having 
Recourſe to the next for a Recompence of his 


Faith and Obedience in the Trial treating of, 


which elſe will be ſought in vain on your In- 
terpretation of the Command. Beſides, in full 
Confutation both of that, and the preſent Eva- 


6 Append. p. 153. 
D 2 ſion, 


e 620) 

ſion, pleaſe to obſerve, that after this Trial it 
18 ſald: And the Lord HAD bleſſed Abraham 
IN ALL THiNGs; in this Trial, therefore, as 
well as in every Thing elſe. 

Mr. Warburton obſerved, that Abrabam had 
been tried once before this Trial, plainly with 
this View, to heighten the Abſurdity of ima- 
gining that he ſhould undergo this, unleſs in 
order either to ſetting him on ſome Work, or 


conferring ſome Favour on him. But if, as 


you ſay, he had been tried more than once be- 
fore, that may perhaps be thought to weaken this 
Corroboration of Mr. Warburton's Argument, 
But, pray, what other Trial was made before of 
him, beſides that mentioned by Mr, Farburton? 
* It was a Trial of his Faith, and his Virtue 
«© too, when he was called upon to leave hrs 
06 Kindred, and his Father's Houſe, to ſojourn 
% in @ range Land b. His doing this was 
nothing elfe but a neceſſary Obedience of a 
convenient Command, given without any View 
of trying, or indeed being any Trial of him, 
any otherwiſe than as every not very agreeable 
Duty, in itſelf, which, in the Courſe of a vir- 
6500 Life, unavoidably happens to every One, 1s, 
But the Inſtance mentioned by Mr. V. arburton, 
was a formal Trial; and accordingly, after it, 
it is expreſoly ſaid of his tried and approved 
Faith, that i? was accounted to bim for Righ- 
*eouſpeſe, And, after all, if we do admit, that 
Abraham was tried ſeveral Times, or ever ſo 
often (always i order to ſome Thing to be 
> Append, p. 153. 
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done, or ſome Favour to be received, 1. e. to 
be conferred on him) that does really ſtill 
make it more, not leſs abſurd, to imagine 
he was Fried, after all, again, without any ſuch 
View, or Ocdaſion, for no purpoſe, 

After you have emptied yourſelf of all the Ob- 
jections you, or, for ought I know, any Body 
could have in ſtore againſt this one, I muſt needs 
ſay, hardly-treated Argument, you cloſe this 
Article in theſe Words: * Though the com- 
« mon Account of this Tranſaction will very 
well ſtand with the Nature of a Trial, it is 
« very fit to be obſerved, that your Account of 
« it will ut; I, mean, in that full Extent in 
« which the Scripture ſets it forth to us as 
* ſuch", as I ſhall prove by and by ©. And by 

and by, Sir, I ſhall examine your Proof, 

Then, taking not the leaſt Notice of any 
more of Mr. Warburton's Arguments in 2 
of his Interpretation of this Command, 
proceed directly to object againſt the 22 

Pretation itſelf, The Scope, and whole Force 
of the firſt of theſe Objections, is barely this: 
It doth not appear how Abrabam could col- 
lect from this Tranſaction, that CHriſt was to 
be offered up as a Sacrifice, there being no Ex- 
planation of it added, which yet, it is reaſonable 
to think, there would have been, had the 
Command been given to repreſent this to him. 
I wonder indeed you ſhould make ſuch an 
Objection as this. That the Tranſaction was this 
Information, reſts on Mr. Marburton s Proofs 
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of this Point. There is no Explanation ad- 
ded, becauſe this Repreſentation was made on- 
ly for Abraham's Uſe: And it was unfit the 
Fews, for whom Moſes wrote his Hiſtory, 
ſhould underſtand the Myſtery of Chriſt's Re- 
demption of the World, for Reaſons which 4 
ſhall be given in our Anſwer to your next and 
laſt Objection. This, it ſeems, has its Birth 
in this Anſwer to your firſt; for you ſay to 
Mr. Warburton: This, which you offer as a 
« Solution of the Difhculty, is, with me, a 
« new Objection 5,” 

I will not trouble you with repeating what 
you ſay under it; 'twill be a full Confutation 
of it all, if I ſhall mention any good Reaſons, 
why the Repreſentation of Chriſt's Sacrifice, 
and Redemption of his Seed, according to the * 
Fleſh, and ſpiritual, was made to Abraham; 
and why it was recorded, though not clearly 
recorded. Indeed I have already more than 
ſufficiently performed the firſt Thing propoſed, 
where I ſhewed you, out of Mr. Warburton's 
Performance, how reaſonable it was to expect, 
that Abraham would be favoured with this 
Revelation on many Accounts. Nevertheleſs, 
I ſhall fay ſomewhat to it here alſo: It was 
one of the very many extraordinary gracious 
Diſpenſations of God to him, in Reward of 
his moſt ſingularly eminent Piety and Virtue ; 
in regard to his ſo extraordinary Worth, God 
was pleaſed to grant him the Bleſſings he con- 
ferred on him, both temporal and ſpiritual, in 

TE k Page 155. 1 2 
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his whole Seed: But theſe had been no Bleſ- 


ſings to him, if he had not known of them; 


for nothing is a Bleſſing but what gives us 
Happineſs; and how could the Fate of Abra- 
ham's Poſterity give him any Pleaſure, but by 
its being foretold to him, by an Authority on 
which he could rely ? Therefore God revealed 
it to him; and was graciouſly pleaſed to give 
him the moſt ample Satisfaction that could be 
on this Head, in a moſt particular and exact 
Account; firſt, of every Step, and the Manner 
of it of the fulfilling of the firſt and ſubor- 
dinate general Bleſſing; and then, in due and 
the moſt proper Time, of the Completion, 
and Manner of accompliſhing this great ulti- 


mate Bleſſing, to which the other tended, and 


was only a Means: And therefore, beyond 
Diſpute, he would be at leaſt as exact and 
particular, with regard to this, as he was to 


that. He was ſo; and he gave this laſt Ac- 


count in the moſt engaging Manner, and the 
beſt fitted that could poſhbly be to anſwer the 
End of fatisfying, and affecting Abraham with 


the Senſe of the Greatneſs of the Bleſſing re- 
preſented, Nor did this laſt Viſit, and great- 


eſt Favour God ever vouchſated him in his 
earthly Tabernacle, want this laſt Finjſhing, 
and utmoſt Perfection; that no one elſe ever 
had been, or ever would be, favoured and ho- 


noured with ſo noble a Repreſentation of the 


ſame Matter ; nay, very many Ages muſt not 
ſo much as be entruſted with the particular 
Information it conveyed. But He was not on- 
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ly in ſuch high Favour with God, ag, to be 
thought worthy (by his Grace through the 
Redeemer) of it; but there was nothing in 
him, in any Reſpect, that could be any Bar to 


its being conferred; but quite the Reverſe. He 


was not to be burthened with a Religion con- 
ſiſting of thoſe numerous ritual Ordinances, 
which the Temper and Circumſtances of the 
Fews, under Moſes's Diſpenſation, would 
| make neceſſary and convenient for them; but 
which all under Chriſt, were again to be releaſed 
from. He was of that exccllent Frame and 
Temper of Mind, as not to feel any Uneaſi- 
neſs at the Thought, that the Promiſes, he 
was informed of, would not take Place in his 
Time; but overflowed with Gratitude and 
Praiſe of God's holy Name, and Joy for the 
Bleſſings, without the leaſt Allay on that, or 
my ſuch like Account; nor would he fail 
to make all poſſible and convenient Returns, 


not only in his own Life and Conduct, but 


alſo in inſtructing and exhorting others to lerve 
and honour his ſo great Friend and Bene- 
factor. 

But (to uſe here Mr. Warburton's own Words) 
“ The Knowledge of God's future Diſpenſa- 
<« tion in the Redemption of Mankind by the 
« Death of his Son, revealed, as a ſingular 
« Favour to the Father of the Faithful, was 
« what could by no Means be communi- 
« cated to the Hebrew People, when Moſes 
« wrote this Hiſtory for their Uſe, becauſe 
« they being, at that Time, to continue long 
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« under a carnal Oeconomy, this Knowledge 
« of the End of the Law would have greatly 
indifpoſed them to that Diſpenſation; with 
which, as a School maſter, that was to bring 
them by Degrees, thro' a harſh and rugged 
Diſcipline, to the eaſy Yoke of CHRIST; 
« God, in his infinite Wiſdom, thought fit to 
« exerciſe them. But he who does not ſee 
« from the plain Reaſon of the Thing, the 
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2 <« Neceſſity of the Hiſtorian's Silence, is 


« referred, for further Satisfaction, to what 
te hath been already, and will be hereafter 
tc ſaid, to evince the Neceſſity of fuch a Con- 
« duct, in other momentous Points relating to 
« that future Diſpenſation a. 1 185 

But tho', for theſe Reaſons, it could not be 


more clearly recorded, nor the Explanation of 


the Command added; nevertheleſs there are 
many good Reaſons why it ought to be re- 
corded as it is; whence All Readers might 
know, in general, that it was a Revelation to 
Abraham of the Accompliſhment of the great 
Bleſſing of all Mankind in him. Abraham 
was the great and eminent Root of all God's 
Bleſſings both of his fleſhly, and ſpiritual 
Offspring: Would not then Moſes, under the 
Influence of the Divine Spirit, tranſmit to our 


Knowledge all, but eſpecially much the 


greateſt Honour the Majeſty of Heaven ever 
vouchſafed his, and the common Parent of us 
all? His ſignal Piety and Virtues, and the 
eminent Rewards they brought down on him 
Page 608, 60g. e 
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were written for our Enſample, both Jews and 
Chriſtians, to invite and encourage all to imi- 
tate ſo excellent a Pattern. Had his being in- 
formed of the Accompliſhment of the great 

Bleſſing promiſed to him not been handed 
down to us, all the Reaſons given above, be- 
ſides others, which make us conclude it would 
certainly be revealed to him, would have much 
ſurprized us at not finding it in his Hiſtory; 
and we ſhould have been extremely apt to in- 
fer God had denied it him. All theſe Reaſons, 
alike, reſpect both eus and Chriſtians. But be- 
ſides, (again in Mr. VWarburton's own Words) 3 
« This Revelation and the like, tho' they 
e could not be clearly recorded, were neverthe- 
<« leſs recorded for a very plain Reaſon : That 
« when the Fulneſs of Time ſhould come, 
cc they might riſe up in Evidence againſt In- 
« fidelity, for the real Relation and Depen- 
« dency between the two Diſpenſations of 
« Moſes and Chrift; when from this, and 
divers the like Inſtances, it ſhould appear, 
ce that the firſt Diſpenſation could be but very 
ce jmperfectly underſtood without a neceſſary 
« Reference to the latter®.” I know you ob- 7 
ſerve © That the Tranſaction in Queſtion will 
« have the ſame Efficacy to ſhew the Depen- 
« dency between the two Diſpenſations, whe- 
ce ther Abraham had thereby any Information 
of the Sacrifice of Chriſt, or note. And 
this 1s, Sir, what I ſhall not, nor have I any 
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Reaſon to diſpute, But I ſhould be glad to 
be informed by you, for what End you made 


this Obſervation. If any good Reaſon be aſſign- 


ed why the Revelation Mr. Warburton makes 


the Tranſaction in Queſtion to be, ſhould be no 
Record, tho' it could not be handed down clear- 
ly to us, that is a full Anſwer to the Objection; 

That if it could not be clearly recorded, it would 
not be recorded at all; and that therefore that 
Interpretation of the Command which makes it 
to be a Revelation t clearly recorded cannot be 
true; whether that Reaſon would hold for the 
Tranſaction's being recorded on any otherSuppo- 


ſition, or not. And therefore what ſignified your 


taking Notice it would on yours, as well as 
Mr. Warburton's? This does not prove any Im- 
pertinence in Mr. Varburton's Anſwer to the 
Objection he applied it to. And the fame End 
that it ſerved for him, it is equally uſeful to 
againſt your ſecond Objection, and all you ad- 
vance under it, in Conjunction with what 
elſe has been ſaid on Occaſion of it. 

J have certainly ſpoken to every Particular 


| of all your Ohjections both to Mr. Warburton's 


Proof, That Moſes s Hiſtory of God's Diſpen- 

ſations to Abraham, requires us to underſtand 
the Command to offer up his Son as a Repre- 
ſentation to him of the Sacrifice of Chriſt ; 


and alſo to this Conclufi on itſelf, which do 


not properly come in in another Part. And the 
Iſſue of all, manifeſtly is, as follows: Whereas 
the mentioned Concluſion is by Mr. Warburton 
eſtabliſhed on ſeveral Arguments and Proofs, 
E 2 and 
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and of different Kinds; you have repreſented 


it as entirely ſuſpended on but one of theſe 
only; and that of thoſe of the weaker Sort; 
and which, I ſuppoſe, you did not make 
Choice of to contend with, becauſe you thought 
it the hardeſt to be overcome even of theſe; and 
yet how vain have been all your Efforts againſt 
it ! Nor has your Succeſs been a whit the bet. 
ter in your immediate Aſſaults on the Con- 
cluſion itfelf. 

But it has pleaſed divine Providence fo to 
order Matters, That the very important Truth 
contained in it, that Abraham's offering up bis 
Son was a viſible Repreſentation to him of the 
Redemption of Mankind by the Sacrifice of 
Chriſt, is eſtabliſhed alſo on the ſure Founda- 

tion of the Teſtimony of Truth itſelf in the 
New Teſtament : For any Revelation to A- 
braham of Man's Redemption by this Sacrifice, 
3s no where recorded in his Hiſtory, if not in 
this Tranſaction. This you do not, you can- 
not poſſibly deny: And yet if this Revelation 
was made to him, you mult not deny but it is re- 
corded in his Hiſtory. Many very ſufficient Rea- 
ſons have been already given for this; beſides, 
our Saviour in his Diſputations with the Jews, 
never urged them with any Circumſtance of 
God's Diſpenſations to their Fathers, which they 
either were not, or might not be well acquaint- 
ed with from the Study of their Scriptures! But 
twas in a Diſpute with the Jeu, that he uttered 
the following Words; Your Father Abraham re- 
joiced to fee my Day, and b ſaw it, and was glad d. 
d John viii. 56. Mr, 


, 
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Mr. Warburton's Interpretation of which 
Words*, That Abraham had a vi/ible Repre- 
ſentation of the Redemption of the human Race 
by the Sacrifice of Chriſt, J ſhall endeavour to 
maintain againſt your Objections to his Argu- 
ments in Maintenance of it: He begins with 
aſſigning the true Senſe of the Word Day in 
this Text; and that is certainly the natural 
Order, firſt to ſettle the Matter of the Reve- 
lation expreſſed; and then to proceed to the 
Manner: However the Reverſe of this Me- 
thod may be born with in itſelf; and ] think it 


more convenient and proper for my Purpoſe. 


I only premiſe, that tho' you would not allow 
this Text to yield any Support or Aſſiſtance to 
Mr. Warburton's Proot of his Senſe of the Com- 
mand to Abraham from his Hiſtory as it lies 
in the old Teſtament ; the Method which this 
determined me to take of beginning with it, 
has not been without its Fruits; for what has 
been done mult needs be of great Advantage 
to his Proof of his Interpretation of this Text ; 
and cannot fail to diſpoſe every rational Per- 
{on much more readily to admit both all his Ar- 
guments, and the Interpretation itſelf, Not 
that they ſtand in need of any Aſſiſtance or 
Advantage from without. The Greek Word 
"Eid does certainly ſignify literally and pro- 


perly, and is frequently ſo uſed in the New 


Teſtament, to /ee ſenſibly. The Preſumption 


lies therefore on the Side, of this Senſe here, 


till you can bring ſome better Reaſons a- 
Page 592, Ec. ; 
gainſt 
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1 gainſt it, than only producing ſome Paſſages 
where it has a figurative Senſe: And I can ſee 
no other Iſſue, therefore of your making your- 
ſelf the Occaſion you did, of aſking the Que- 
ſtion, and talking and dictating to your great 
Antagoniſt as you do, and quoting firſt an 
Heathen Author, and then a 'Text of Scripture 
for this laſt Senſef, if it had indeed ſignified it, 

5 as we ſhall ſee preſently it does not; than only 

1 to ſhew: That, as before you in vain attempted 

| to confute one Argument which you gave as all 
that had been offered by him for the Conclu- 7 
ſion then in Debate; ſo in the preſent Que- + 
ſtion, only a Word, or two, contained in one 
of his Arguments, is too hard for you. For 
tho' you give this as an Argument of Mr. 
Warburton's for Abraham's ſeeing ſenſibly what- 
ever was the Object of his Sight in the Text: 
„The Verb Eid is frequently uſed in the 
« New Teſtament, in its proper Signification, 

« to ſee ſenſibly; you had plainly no more 
Reaſon for doing this, than I may have to 
take any Part of any Propoſition, and ſay the 
Author means what it aſſerts, when the whole 
Propoſition affirms. a quite different Thing. 
Mr, Warburton's whole Poſition, of which the 
Words quoted by you as all, are the firſt Part, 
ſtands thus: The Verb "Eid is frequently uſed 
in the New Teſtament in its proper Significa- 
tion to ſee ſenſibly, but whether literally or 
figuratively, it always denotes a full Intui- 
tions. This, to ſpeak in Terms of Art for ® 
f Appendix, p. 139, 149. 6 P. 193. 
once, 


LL 
onee, is the Propoſition of Mr. Varburton's Ar- 


gument; and which is all that is expreſſed of 
it: The implied Aſſumption, in virtue of 


which the Concluſion follows, manifeſtly is; 


but Abrabam could not ſee Chriſt's Day thus 
intuitively, if he did not ſee it in the literal 
Senſe: And I believe you cannot ſay Abraham 
could have a full Intuition of Chriſt's Day, 

which happened Thouſands of Years after his 
Time, otherwiſe than by a vile Repreſenta- 
tion of it. So unleſs you can give ſome In- 
ſtances out of the New Teſtament, where the 
Word in Queſtion ſignifies neither to ſee ſen- 


 fibly, nor by full Intuition in its figurative 


Senſe; this fingle Argument ſtrongly and moſt 
unexceptionably evinces the Point to be proved: 
But in the Paſſage you quote® on Occaſion of 
Mr. Warburton's preſent Argument; it ſignifies 
not only to ſee by full Intuition, but alſo, to 


N fee ſenſibly; it is this: Theſe all died in Faith, 


not having received the Promiſes, but having 


ſeen them afar off. The Point in Queſtion be- 


tween us is, what is meant by having ſeen the 
Promiſes in this Text; and this, I think, will 
beſt be ſeen by conſidering the Expreſſion im- 
mediately before it; not having received the 
Promiſes: This plainly diſtinguiſhes Abrabam, 
Sarah, and the few others, their Anceſtors, the 


Apoſtle had before mentioned, from Chriſtians, 


who had received them. What then are thoſe 
Promiſes which we have received, and they did 
not ? You will ſay: Not God's Predictions, and 
b Appendix p. 140. i Heb. xi, 13. 
Declara- 
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Declarations of Man's future Redemption and 
of che Bleſſings included in it; but the Accom- 
pliſhment thereof, not the Predictions. or Pro- 
miles themſelves, but, by an uſual Metonymy, 
the Things promiſed : And theſe Things, 
theſe Bleſſings were not only obſcurely fore- 
told, from the Firſt, to fallen Man; but held 
out likewiſe, at leaſt, to all the few Patriarchs 
above enumerated by the Divine Writer, in 
Types, and particularly in thoſe Types, Sacri- 
fices; which they well underſtood, and, be- 
ſides the general Import of them, that, like- 
wiſe, they themſelves ſhould enjoy the Benefit, 
and delightful Conſequences of them in ano- 
ther State. The/e all died in Faith; this is the 
Apoſtle's general Aſſertion of them, that they 
had Faith in God in the general Senſe of that 
Word he had given above; the Remainder of 
this Portion of Scripture, both ſpecifies its 
Application to certain Objects; and alſo ac- 
counts for it. They did not indeed live to 
« ſee the Accompliſhment of the Promiſes 
« and Types, to ſee the Bleſſings actually 
« take Place, but they were not only fore- 
« told before their Time, but they even faw 
« oifible Repreſentations of them, of whoſe 
« general Meaning they were well appriz'd; 


« not having received the Promiſes, but having 4 


te ſeen them afar off: And what they thus 
te /aw, and underſtood, they firmly believed 
« would, one Day, come to paſs; and that 
in Conſequence thereof, they themſelves 
'« ſhould N another state than this 1 
1 « which 
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this Conſequence, you ſay, will not hold, by 


any Means: 
Fes anſwer our Saviour, as if he had 
= « ſaid, that Abraham and He were Cotem- 
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et which was the great Object of their confident 


e Expectations, their Hopes, their Wiſhes, 
v both in Speculation and Practice; and were 
perſuaded of them, and embraced them, and 
2 confeſſed that they were Strangers and Pil- 
2 grims in the Earth: For they that ſay ſuch 
2 Things plainly declare that they ſeek a Country. 
Did you Sir, miſtake Sight for Faith in Bleſ- 
2 ſings to be received in after Days? Did you, 
Sir, confound the Sight here ſpoken of with 
Faith in the Beginning of this Paſſage; or 
with being perſuaded, that is, firmly believing, 
that thoſe Things whereof they had had viſible 
2 Repreſentations ſhould be accompliſhed, and 
actually take Place? 


That our Saviour affirmed Abraham ſaw 


properly and /en/ibly his Day cannot be doubt- 
ed from the Anſwer the Fews made him, Thou 
art not yet 
2 Abraham*; * plainly intimating, ſays Mr. 
2 © Warburton that they underſtood the Aſſer- 
2 < tion of Abrabam's ſeeing Chrift's Day, to be 
2 « a real beholding him in Perſon!: No, 


fifty Years old, and haſt thou ſeen 


Why Sir? „ No doubt, the 


« poraries z in which they anſwered very 


Z « fooliſhly, as they did on many other Occa- 


ce ſions; and the Anſwer will as little agree 
« with your Interpretation as it does with 


* mine: For does your Interpretation ſuppoſe 


John viii. 57. P. 593. 
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« that Abraham ſaw Chriſt in Perſon? No, 
« you ſay it was by Repreſentation only m:“ 
Why, Sir, you know better than I can tell 
you, that this is no Anſwer to Mr. Warburton's 
Argument, but as mere an Evaſion as ever 


was, The Purport of the Argument is this, 


That the Fews would never have made this 
fooliſh Anſwer, had not the Syriac Word, 
which our Savour uſed, expreſſed ſeeing ſen- 


bbly as ftrongly (at leaſt as ſtrongly) as the 


Greek Word "Eid into which the Evangeliſt 
tranſlated it, does: And is not this Argument 
as ſtrong as needs be? Had our Saviour's Word 
been ſuch and ſo expreſſed, as that it might 
ſignify Abraham's being told, or believing that 
Chriſt's Day would come; could they poſſibly 


have been ſo fooliſh as to think, that he made 


himſelf cotemporary with Abraham? Sir, either 


this Argument, or the preceding alone, had 


been very ſufficient whereon to build Mr. 
Warburton's Interpretation of this Word ; but 
beſides all thoſe which have been already pro- 
duced, it is not only powerfully ſupported by 
that Authority, the full Force of which is ſo 
handſomely exhibited by Mr. Warburton® , but 
alſo by other cogent Arguments, as will ap- 
pear both in our debating the next Word, 
Day; and alſo from the true Senſe, which 
will, in its proper Place, be vindicated, of the 
remaining Part of the Text, 
Mr. Warburton's Argument for the Senſe 


given by him of this Word, runs thus: 


Appendix p. 140, 141, P. 594. 


« When 


„ ment: 
e peculiar Office and Employment, as ap- 


(350 
« When the figurative Word Day is uſed, 
« not to expreſs in general the Period of any 
one's Exiſtence; but to denote his peculiar 
O ice and Employment; it muſt needs ſignify 
that very Circumſtance of his Life, which 
ce ig characteriſtic of ſuch Office and Employ- 


But Jeſus is here ſpeaking of his 


« pears from the Occaſion of the Diſpute, 
« which was his Saying, If any Man keep my 


„ Commandments he ſhall never taſte of Death; 


« intimating thereby the Virtue of his Office 
«© of Redeemer : Therefore by the Word Day 
« muſt be meant that characteriſtic Circum- 
« ſtance of his Life : But that Circumſtance 
« was laying it down for the Redemption of 


Mankind: Conſequently by the Word Day, 


« 1s meant the great Sacrifice of CHRIST.“ 
You anſwer, «Really, Sir, I fee no Man- 
« ner of Conſequence in this Reaſoning? ?” 


Why, Sir, as to that I cannot certainly ſay. 
But ſurely this Reaſoning is very juſt and con- 
z cluſive. You allow the Word does refer to 


Chriſt's Office of Redeemer. Your next 
Words are not very clear to me : however, 
not to ſtand giving my Reaſons for this, or 


commenting on them; at the Bottom of this 


very Paragraph, and a few Paſſages after, 


you explain your Meaning to be Chrift's 


Redemption to come, that is, his future Re- 
demption of us. And what now, if inſtead 


pol the Word Characteriſtic we ſubſtitute the 
o Pag. 592, 593. P —_— p. 139. A Ibid, 


2 Defini- 


it 1 
it Definition ? It is that which conſtitutes the 


> Thing whereof it is the Characteriſtic, that 
wherein it conſiſts: But ſurely, if the figura- 
tive Word Day ſignifies Chriſt's Office of re- 


il deeming Mankind, it fignifies that Thing 

wherein his redeeming us conſiſts; it ſignifies 2 

the Act of his Redemption of us. BY 1 

But the moſt learned Men, we too often ſen 

W by Experience, can be ſometimes prejudiced; 

3 and that that, and the very Strength of their 

Faculties, can make them as unapprehenfive, 

even of clear Evidence, as Dulneſs ſhall o- 

thers. I will therefore, with your Leave, en- 

deavour at ſome Variety of Arguments on this 

$ Point, that ſo, if ſuch a thing may be, fome 

bj or other of them may hit your Apprehenfion. 
ll And the firſt of theſe ſhall be only a neceſſary 
bt Conſequence from the Senſe, in which it is 


proved Abraham is aſſerted to ſee in this Text; 
and your Confeſſion, that what he ſaw was 
Chriſt's Redemption of us. I aſk then, what 
other vi/ble Repreſentation you think Abra- 
ham might have of this Redemption, but of 
the great Sacrifice of Chrift, I believe you 
will not think, or ſay you think, but that if 
Abraham had a ſenſible Repreſentation of 
Chriſt's Redemption of us, he ſaw the great 
Sacrifice by which he procured and effected © 
It. 


Why did God inform him by Action, and 
ſenfibly, of his Redemption of us, but in order 
to make the ſtronger Impreſſion on him, and 
affect him more deeply with a Senſe of the 

| ts divine 


6 


divine Love and Favour to himſelf and us? 
And would he then not give him that Repre- 
>ntation hereof, which would beſt anſwer the 
End propoſed ? Would he inform him of his 
Deſign to redeem us, in the moſt affectin 
Way, and conceal that from him by which he 
worked ſuch a Deliverance for us, the Death 
of his only Begotten? Affecting indeed Inſtance 
of his aſtoniſhing Condeſcenſion, Love, and 
Goodneſs to all Mankind, and to Abraham in 
particular! Inexpreſſible Source of Gratitude, 
and Praiſe, and Thankſgiving, not only of the 
Lips, but of a Life moſt ardently devoted to 
his Service, to his Honour! | 
Theſe Arguments which I have offered, in- 
deed, ſtand on the Foundation of the Senſe 
oiven and proved of the preceding Word, I 
will try to make out one or two, which do 
not reſt at all on that Bottom. But I ſhall, in 
the firſt of them, make uſe of the ſame Con- 
feſſion I did of yours in the laſt Argument, 
That Chriſt's Day, in the Text, refers to his 
Redemption of us. Now ſince, as has been 
proved by ſeveral Arguments above, the Reve- 
lation which Chriſt affirms in the Text was 
made of this Redemption to Abraham, is cer- 
tainly to be found in his Hiſtory in Gengſis, I 
think this Conſequence is neceſſary, that A- 


braham was informed of the great Sacrifice of 


Chriſt; becauſe no other Part of this Hiſtory 
can be interpreted to be a Revelation of Chriſt's 


Redemption to him, but the Command he re- 


ceived to ſacrifice his Son: But if this Com- 
5 mand 
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mand was that Revelation to him, Prejudice it- 
ſelf, I think, muſt own, that, no Doubt, he learnt 
by it, that CHriſt would redeem Mankind by 
the Sacrifice of himſelf. Now this indeed is 


What is wanted, that this Command was a 


Revelatioa to Abraham of the Redemption 
of Mankind by the Sacrifice of Chri/t; and for 
the ſake of which we arc vindicating the Senſe 
aſſerted of the Word Day in the Text. How- 
ever, I go on and obſerve, that, ſince the Re- 
demption of us by the Sacrifice of Chriſt was 
revealed to Abraham, am perſuaded no one 
will make ihe leaſt Doubt, but that the Re- 
demption our Saviour here expreſſes by His 


Day means, his Redemption of us by this Sa- 
crifice. 


The next Argument ſhall be taken from 
the Objections of which this Text is our Sa- 


viour's Confutation, and its Reference to the 
Context. As our Saviour, during his Miniſtry, 
gave frequent Intimations of his Death, and 
even Crucifixion, for our Salvation, and, in 
particular, had told a very large Company, in 
the fixth Chapter of this very Evangeliſt St. 
John, of the Effect of his Death in all who 
believed in him, in a beautiful Compariſon, in 


Alluſion to the Manna with which Moſes had 
fed the Jews, of his Fleſh to Meat indeed, 


and his Blood to Drink indeed; ſo, in this 
cighth Chapter, in a long Diſcourſe, of which 


many Hearers were, doubtleſs, the ſame he 


had diſcourſed 1 in the fixth Chapter, a- 


mong ſeveral other Particulars, in one of which. 


he 


2 54, 55, 56. 
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he has theſe Words: Vben ye have LIT EB 
ur the Son of Man*; he thus, on a proper 
Occaſion, delivers himſelf: Verily, Verily, I 


ſay unto you, if a Man keep my Saying, be 


will never taſte of Death b. This provoked 
the Jews to the following Reply: Now we 
know that thou haſt a Devil; Abraham is 
dead, and the Prophets; and thou ſayeſt, If a 
Man keep my Sayings, be ſhall never taſte of 
Death. Art thou greater than our Father 


Abraham, which is dead? and the Prophets 
are dead: Whom makeſt thou thyſelf ?* Our 


Saviour's Anſwer is: 1f I honour myſelf, my 
Honour is nothing: It is my Father that ho- 
noureth me, of whom you ſay, that he is your 
God. Yet you have not known him; but I know 
him; and if I ſhould jay, I know him not, 1 
ſhould be a Liar, like unto you; but I know 
him, and keep his Sayings : Your Father A. 
braham rejoiced to ſee my Day, and be ſaw it, 
and was glad d. Let it be obſerved, how this 
Reply to the Words which immediately occa- 
fioned it (as it were) gathers up, and collects 
moſt, or all the ſeveral Particulars he had juſt 
before laid down to the ſame Audience. As 
how the Honour he attributed to himſelf, 
was conferred, and atteſted by God; and 
which he preached, and behaved himſelf, as 


he had in Commiſſion, and ought; and how 


unſuitable their Diſpoſitions and Behaviour 
were to their pretended Relations to God, and 


* Toln vil, . * 3 52, 53- 
Abraham; 
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Abraham, befides others. The Fews Words 
contained two Objections to the Aſſertion of 


our Saviour, that F a Man keep my Saying, 


he ſhall never taſte of Death, The firſt was 
the Death of Abraham and of the Prophets, 
who they thought would have been exempt- 
ed from this Fate if any Men were to be ſoz 
and yet were not only deceaſed; but were even 
under no Poſſibility of performing that which 


our Saviour's Words ſeemed to make the Con- 


dition of not undergoing it: The other was 
the great Superiority they ſeemed to give him 


over Abraham. I need not ſay, the two firſt 


Verſes of our Saviour's Reply are no Anſwer 
to theſe Objections; but a beautiful and proper 


Premunition and Preparation to it, contained 
in the laſt; your Father Abraham rejoiced to 
fee my Day, and he jaw it and was glad: 


Which, befides a juſt and natural Reflection 
on the Difference between their Father Abra- 


bam and them, with Regard to this Point, is 


a full Solution of both Objections: For if A- 
braham ſaw his Day, he might not only have 
divine Faith in general, but alſo have Faith in 
his Day, and ſo be free from that ſpiritual 
Death he meant, tho' Zh:s actual Faith was 
the univerſal Condition of Exemption from 
it. 1 need not add how plain his very great 
Superiority over Abraham was from the 
Text: The Queſtion between us, what the 
Word Day fignifies in it, I think, now will 
eaſily be decided: It is plain from conſidering 
the Text only with relation to the Objections 


I to 


(41). 


to which it is an Anſwer, and is what you 
have, and will confeſs, that it ſignifies Chriſt's 
Redemption of Abraham, and of all others 
who believed herein, from Death. But there 


is no need of inſiſting on this. What muſt 


the Jews underſtand by this Word, Day, who 
had heard all the reſt of this long Diſcourſe, to 
all the other Parts of which our Saviour's An- 
{wer referr'd, and included them; to ſay no- 
thing of Chriſt s frequent Intimations and AC- 
ſertions, that he came to lay down his Life for 


; the World, and the like? Muſt not they in 


clude in their Idea of it, the lifting up of him, 
which alſo was one of the Particulars in the 
ſame Diſcourſe ? Eſpecially ſurely after his 


_ &Z Crucifixion and Reſurrection, and the Conſe- 


quences which the Apoſtles publickly preach'd 
thereof, they could do no other, on recollect- 
ing this Diſcourſe, than underſtand by hrs 
Day, that his Exaltation (like the lifting up of 
the Brazen Serpent by Moſes) by which he 


triumphed over all his, and our Enemies, and 


delivered all who looked up to him, had Faith 


in him, from the Malice of the Old Serpent, 
from the continual warring, and all the At- 


3 tempts of all the Powers of Hell againſt us, 
from Sin and Death. But that which it would 


of neceſſity, or naturally convey to them, is 
the true Senſe of the Word.—I may obſerve, 
that theſe two laſt Arguments amply repay the 
Aſſiſtance the two preceding borrowed from 
the true Senſe of the Word "E:9 in the Text. It 


follows beyond * from them, that this 


0 8 | Word 


LEY 

Word ſignifies ſeeing ſenſibly : Since it is cer- 
tain that the Command of Abraham to ſacri- 
fice his Son, was the only Revelation Abra- 
ham ever had of Chriſt's Redemption of us; 
and eſpecially of his Redemption of us by the 
Sacrifice of himſelf, But if it was this Revela- 
tion, it was certainly a viſible Repreſentation ; 
and therefore, what Abraham is ſaid to have 
ſeen in this Text, he ſaw literally and ſenſibly. 

The ſame Thing alſo, That this Tranſaction 
was a Repreſentation, or Figure of this Sa- 
crifice, the Author of the Epiſtle to the He- 
brews aſſures us. By Faith, ſaith he, Abra- 
ham offered up Iſaac — accounting that God 
was able to raiſe him from the Dead; from 
whence alſo he receiv'd him in a Figure, en 
rag e © A Mode of Information, adds 
« Mr. Warburton, either by expreſs Words, or 
Aclions, which conſiſts in putting one Thing 
&« for another. And then ſhews, that in a 
Writer who regarded this covenanted Action, 
as a repreſentative. Information of the Re- 
demption of Mankind, nothing could be more 
fine and eaſy than this Expreſſion *, What, 
Sir, can you poſſibly object here? Having firſt 
craved Mr. Warburton's Leave, you begin: 
« Sir, if the Apoſtle had meant by this Ex- 
« preſſion to ſignify, that T/aac ſtood as the 
«* Repreſentative of Chriſt, and that his be- 
« ing taken from the Mount alive, was the 
ee: Figure of Chriſt's Reſurrection; it ſhould 
e have been ſaid, that e received not 


* Heb. xi, 19—19., p. 611, 
Tjaac 


(43) 
« Tſaac from the Dead in a Figure; but that he 
e received Chriſt from the Dead in a Figures.” 
But now, Sir, by your Leave, F:r/t, on Suppo- 
ſition that the Tranſaction was the Repreſenta- 
tion aſſerted; Abraham did not, and ſo could 
not be ſaid to receive Chriſt from the Dead in 


a Figure: For this Tranſaction. was a Figure 


of God's, not Abraham's receiving his only Be- 


gotten to Life again. Secondly, it was not at 


all to the Scope of what the Author was dil- 
courſing of Abraham, to tell us of Chriſt's be- 
ing receiv'd from the Dead. The whole Diſ- 
courſe, relating to this Point, is: By Faith 
Abraham, when he was tried, offer'd up Iſaac ; 
and he that had received the Promiſes, offered 
up his only Son, of whom it was ſaid, that in 
| Iſaac ſhall thy Seed be called: Accounting that 
God was able to raiſe him from the Dead, 


from whence alſo he received him in a Figure. 


Pray, what had the Apoſtle to do to tell us of 
Abraham's receiving Chriſt from the Dead in 
a Figure here? But it was very natural, and 
almoſt unavoidable in him to ſay, he receiv'd 
his Son from the Dead, adding the Manner in 
which he did ſo, zz @ Figure, ſuppoſing the 
Apoltle knew, that to be the true Interpreta- 
tion of his receiving him alive from the Altar, 
which is aſſerted? No, you ſay, the Words 
will not bear that Conſtruction. And this is 
your Reaſon, in your own Words. If the 
« Reading had been not e Tepaboay, but eis 
i ag. it would have ſuited 


* Appendix p. 147. 


your Notion, 


« for it might properly have been faid, that 
oh Tſaac 
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« Jſaac came alive from the Mount as a 
« Figure, or that he might be a Figure of the 
« Reſurrection of Chrift. Why, Sir, you 
know very well, that & TagaGoy will bear This 
Conſtruckion; and that it is accordingly tranſ- 
lated in the Vulgar Latin, in parabolam : But 
J cannot, for my Life, ſee, but that if 
TjJaac was received from the Altar or the 
Mount as a Figure, or that he might be a 
Figure, then this receiving him was a Figure 
of Chriſ?'s Reſurrection ; and that if this re- 
ceiving him was a Figure of Chriſt's riſing 
from the Dead, then it was receiving him from 
the Dead in a Figure, Foſeph, when he 
interpreted the famous Dream of Pharaoh, 
told him, the ſeven good Kine he had ſeen in 
that Parable, were ſeven Years of Plenty in 
Egypte. How were they ſo? Figuratively, or 
in a Figure, were they not? Can any Thing 
be more juſt and natural than this laſt Expreſ- 
fion, in this, and all like Caſes ? So natural and 
apt is it, that we ſhall ſee preſently you your- 
ſelf fall into it, tho' you fo condemn it in 
Mr. Warkurtes. 

However, having, in your Opinion, as it 
ſeems, demoliſhed his Interpretation of this 
Text, by this curious Criticiſm of Eis and 'Fy, 
which ſteps in ſo very opportunely in Relief of 
the foregoing Argument, which ſo reſts on, 
and is ſo ſupported by it; and alſo fo effectual- 
ly diſpatches that which they jointly attack 
with a moſt killing Stroke, itſelf ; You pro- 


Al pendix p. 147. Gen. xli. 26, and 29. 


1 
ceed to advance other Interpretations in its Place. 
And the firſt, whoſe juſt, or plauſible Title 
you urge, is this. Abraham receiv'd Iſaac 
from the Dead, e Tapaboay, in a Parable, i. e. 
in a Compariſon, or by Compariſon * : Truly, 
Sir, I cannot ſee, why Abraham may not as 
well be ſaid to receive I/aac from the Dead in 
a Parable, i. e. in a Figure, as in a Compa- 
riſon, and why the former is not at leaſt as 
proper an Expreſſion as the latter. You ex- 
plain yourſelf; his receiving him alive from the 
Mount, was As IF HE HAD received him from 
the Dead. Why, Sir, if becauſe Abraham's 
receiving him alive from the Mount, was like 
receiving him from the Dead, he might there- 
fore juſtly be ſaid to receive him from the 
Dead in a Compariſon; you will be hard put 
to it, I am perſuaded, to ſhew why, by the 
ſame Reaſon, ſince this receiving him was 
like, and made to ſignify God's receiving Chri/f 
from the Dead, he might not therefore be ſaid 
to receive him from thence in a Figure. He 
received him from the Dead, as it were; his 
receiving him from the Mount being ke to 
that, is what you ſay. Mr. Warburton faith, his 
receiving him as he did was receiving him 
from the Dead as it were; that Action on the 
Account of its Likeneſs to it, being made Uſe of 
to /figntfy Chriſt's being receiv'd from the Dead 
by God. Is it becauſe the Term to which the 
Likeneſs is referr'd in Mr, Varburton's Inter- 
pretation, is the Reſtoration of Chrift from the 
Dead; and in your's only, preciſely, iſing 


Page 148. From 
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from that State; that it is proper to ſay he re- 
ceived him from hence in 4 Compariſon in 
yours, but not ſo in his? Or is it becauſe Pa- 
rable, or Figure, beſides your Idea, barely of 
Compariſon, includes alſo its being intended to 
ſignify that which it is like? I ſhould rather 
think, that if there were any Difference in the 
two Caſes, with regard to this Matter, en 
Te&aby would rather be more proper in Mr. 
Warburton's Senſe, than in yours. But, what 
is very good, theſe very Words, in the Paſſage 
alledged by you in Favour of your mentioned 
Interpretation of this Text, ſignify exactly as 
Mr. Warburton makes them here. This Paſſage 
are thole Words of our Saviour: Fhereunto 
fhall I liken the Kingdom of God, or with 
what Compariſon, ev role Taps, ble com- 
pare its? Pleaſe to go on to the next Verſe: 
You read thus, It is like à Grain of Muſtard 
Seed, &c. There is an Ellipſis between the two 
Verſes; and it is this, Ey Tewry TapaCony . 
e24)wpy avryy. Therefore, by neceſſary Con- 
ſtruction, a Grain of Muſtard Seed, conſidered in 
the Reſpects our Saviour mentions, repreſents, or 
is the Kingdom of God t TegaGoy; be the Senſe 
what it will in which this Word muſt be here 
underſtood. And does it not here ſignify a Pa- 
rable, or Figure? The literal Tranſlation of the 
laſt Branch of the Verle is, In what Parable 
or Compariſon, ſhall I paraboliſe, or repreſent 
the Kingdom of God? For a Compariſon in 
cnc Scnſe of that Word is a Parable, or a 
s Mark iv. 30. | 
Figure, 


| ( 47 ). 
Figure, and a Parable is that Compariſon, 
Nor need we blame our Engliſb Tranſlation, 
WITH what Compariſon ſhall I compare the 


Kingdom of God, fince in Effect this amounts to 


the ſame with the other: But when Exactneſs 
is neceſſary, it is to be obſerved. Our Saviour 
uttered a great many Parables, or Figures, 1. e. 
Compariſons wherein one Thing, by Reaſon 
of its Likeneſs thereto, is put for, or made to 
fignify another, Do not you think, this of a 
Grain of Muſtard Seed 1s one of theſe ? It is 


ſaid in the ſecond Verſe of this Chapter, And 


he [our Saviour] taught them many Things in 
Parables. What! was not this one of thoſe 
many he taught them? As ſoon as it is finiſh- 
ed, the Evangeliſt adds, And in many ſuch 
Parables he ſpoke the Word to them as they 
could bear it : And without a Parable he ſpoke 
not to them. But our Engliſh Tranſlators hap- 
pened to render part of the Introduction to one 
of theſe Parables, with what Compariſon ſhall 
I compare the Kingdom of God? And this, per- 


haps too by the Help of the Word 5 oppotwT@wpey IN 


the former Part of the ſame Verſe, ſupplied 
you with a Phantom of an Argument, at 
which you catch'd, you ſee with what Succeſs, 
In catching at it, you have not only over- 
turned all the Arguments you raiſed againſt 
Mr. Warburton's Interpretation of the Text in 
Hebrews ; but yours, which you thought you left 
ſuſpended on this in St. Mark, having nothing 
to reſt on, is fallen to the Ground, 
But you have in Reſerve another Interpre- 
tation : 
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tation. It may be the Apoſtle here refers to 
« the Birth of Iſaac, which was [i ragaGonj] 
« comparatively ſpeaking, a receiving him 
ce from the Dead; his Father being old, and 
« his Mother paſt the Age of Child- bearing; 
on which Account, the Apoſtle ſtyles them 
« both, dead, Rom. iv. 19. It is true, the 
Apoſtle does, in the Place referred to, ſtyle 
Abraham yezewptvoy, and ſpeak of the Dead- 
neſs, [vexewrw] of Sarah's Womb. But this is 
a much leſs harſh Metaphor than to ſtyle them 
both yep, : Nor ſhall you meet with the 


Phraſe eve, in the Senſe contended for by . 


you, either in the New Teſtamenti, or in any 
Author whatever. But perhaps, you will tell me, 
the Apoſtle does not ſay imply and abſolutely, 
that Abraham received Tjaac from the Dead, 
but e Tapa6oy] comparatively ſpeaking. Why 
then did you produce this Text in Romans in 
this Caſe? However, Þ'!l believe you, whenever 
you produce me an Inſtance where i TapaGoay 
is uſed in this Senſe in any good Author. 
Tubus have I, very ſufficiently, I think, vin- 
dicated Mr. Warburton's Interpretation of this 
laſt Text, and his Proof of it, againſt you; 
and diſprov'd both yours. And I might well 
be excuſed ſaying another Word of it. Never- 


* Fae 248, 

i See Wolf. Cur. Phil. & Crit. on Heb. xi. 19. where, 
for this and other Reaſons which he gives, he concludes 

in theſe Words: Hæc mihi ita cobærere videntur, ut de 

reſpectu aliquo ad nativitatem Iſaaci ex parentibus effeetis, h. e. 

quaſi mortuis, habito, cogitari non poſſit. After which he 

confirms it by other undeniable ones. 1 5 

8 theleſs 
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- theleſs I ſhall add, that it was plainly of no 
Manner of Pertinence to the Scope of the A- 
poſtle in this Place, either to ſay 1/aac's being 
Teceiv'd alive from the Altar was a Type 
{merely ſo] of Chriſt's Reſurrection; or what 
your firſt Interpretation makes him ſay, But 
your laſt has not only this ſame Objection, 
common to it with the others; but the Reaſon 
which you give of your Preference of it above 
any, is a freſh Demonſtration againſt it.“ You 
« the rather approve it, you ſay , becauſe it 
« ſuggeſts the proper Ground of Abraham's i 
« Faith: He received T1/aac, at firſt, from 5 

c the Dead, and why might not T/aac come 9 
«© from the Dead then again? The fame | 
« Power which quickened the dead Womb, 4 
« could alſo quicken the lifeleſs Duſt*,” If 
Abraham's Belief that God could raiſe his Son — 
from the Dead followed and planted itſelf on 4 
this Reaſoning, I cannot ſee any Thing extra- _—_ 
ordinary in it. Sir, Abraham's Belief and 9 
Knowledge of God inſtantly on the very | 
Thought of his Son's Death accounted that 
God was able to reſtore him from it to Life again; 
elſe, if it had ſtay'd to take hold of the Con- 
ſideration you give it for its Prop, it had been 
weak indeed. But do you think the inſpired 
Author would, when he was magnifying Abra- 
ham's Faith, conclude the Topic with a de- 
grading Circumſtance of it? But now how 
agreeable to what the Apoſtle was upon, is 


FA 
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Mr. Warburton's Interpretation ? I think the 
following is a juſt Paraphraſe of the whole 
Article relating to Abraham. *© "Twas thro' 
Faith, that when Abraham was tried, he of- 
« fered up his Son T/aac; which was ſo power- 
<« ful a Principle within him, that, notwith- 
« ſtanding Iſaac was his only Son; and to 
« whom the Promiſes made to him and his 
« Family were expreſly confined ; and which 
«* could not be accompliſhed in him, if he 
« ſhould be facrificed and finally depart this 
« Life; yet Abraham, on receiving the Com- 
« mand to ſacrifice him, determined and ſet 
c about offering him up without the leaſt Diffi- 
« dence, aſking no Queſtions, not making 
e the leaſt Delay, or entertaining any Scruples; 
Jas he was firmly perſuaded, That God could 
« reſtore him to him from the Dead: and in- 
e deed from the Dead he did receive him, in 
« a Figure, or parabolically ; his receiving him 
« alive from the Altar being a Figure, or Re- 
ee preſentation of Chri/?'s Reſurrection; and 
de which was the Principle and Cauſe of the 
« Reſurrection of the whole Race of Men: 
« And therefore [not only really, but I make 
« no Har ah but the Apoſtle had it here in his 
« Mind, that] this his receiving him was both 
« a Pledge, and Aſſurance, and likewiſe an 
„ Emblem, and made by God to ſignify, that 
« Abraham ſhould, after his Death, one Day, 
receive him alive again into his Boſom, and 
Ka happy Immortality,” In ſhort, Sir, whe⸗ 
ther we ee the Werd. themſclyes; from 
Whence 


(1 

whence alſo be received him iy tapaCdy ; or the 
Senſe and Scope of the whole Paſſage ; no o- 
ther but Mr. Warburton's can poſſibly be the 
true Senſe of them. 

What ſignifies it then, Sir, what theſe, or 
thoſe Commentators, which are 1n every One's 
Hands, ſay; of whom you talk under this 


Article? They are not your Bible, I hope. 


That Senſe which they, or any Body elſe proves 
of any Paſſage, it is fit, ſhould be received. 
Nay, the joint Authority of any good Num- 
ber of them of Name, and eſpecially with 
other favourable Circumſtances, ought certain- 
ly to weigh conſiderably, where cogent Rea- 
ſons are not offered to the contrary, One of 
the laſt, I think, as well as beſt Performances 
we have on the New Teſtament, is that of 


Wolfins, which is entitled, Cura Philologice 


& Critice in SS. Evangelia, &c. This very 
learned, and judicious Man, on the Place now 


in Diſpute, tho' he was not from under the 


Prejudice of conceiving of this Tranſaction of 
Abrabam's as a Type, which Mr, Warburton 


has ſo clearly removed, nevertheleſs agrees with 


him, both in making it a Means of conveying 
fo Abraham ſome ſecret Information, whether 
of the Univerſal, or of Cs Reſurrection , 
(it was certainly of both, if it was of one;) and 
alſo in making the very ſame Words, which 
Mr. Warburton doth, to infer this Truth, For 


after he has confuted all the other Interpreta- 


tions of the Paſſage, which he thought worth 
9 Page 148. 
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(52 ) 
mentioning; he thus concludes z (I'll give yo 
bis own Words.) «« Itaque malim in eorum ſen- 
** tentia acquielcere, qui i ſomilitudinem hanc ty- 
e picam eſſe aiunt, eo ſenſu, quo ABRAHAMO 
« omni hoc facto aliud quid repræſentatum ſit, 
« quam in re ipſa latebat, five jam ad Reſur- 
ce reffionem, five ad Chriftum. aliquando Deo 
« offerendum & ex mortuis reſuſcitandum, id 
ce ſpectaſſe cenſeas. And in the ſame Paragraph, 
ce he gives this Reaſon for this Concluſion: Idem 
« puto firmari phraſi Pauli ipſa, quando ait; xe; 
SY fy T pM, 1 i. e. etiam inſimilitudine, qua puto 
< innui, præter id, quod Abrahamus Iſaacum vi- 
vum receperit, illad quoque Eu M cepiſſe emo- 
« lumenti, ut amplius aliquid SIBI repræſen- 
« tatum ſimul INTELLIGERET.” And for fur- 
ther Satisfaction he refers you to a Treatiſe 
of another very learned Name; who does not 
prove, I ſuppoſe, a different Point from that 
which he embraces. Surely, Sir, 'twere the 
beſt Way for you to keep your Arguments and 
Thoughts (Imean in the untowardCauſeswhere- 
in you have, in this Pamphlet, drawn your Pen) 
cloſe confined}; ſince let looſe, they are are ſo 
apt to turn on yourſelf | 
What now remains, but that I proceed to 

vindicate the important Uſes made of this great 
Truth, to which both the Old and New Teſta- 

ment bear ſuch Witneſs, againſt Infidels by 
Mr. Warburton, againſt all your Exceptions to 
them? His Application of it to the moſt effec- 
tual Contutation of the Socinians, Who deny 


the 


1 a 
the real Sacrifice of Chr:/?, ſtands, 1 fhink, 
unconteſted by you. 

But he propoſed this true Senſe of the Com- 
mand diſputed of, in order to illuſtrate God's 
Truth by the nobleſt Inſtance that ever was 
given of the Harmony between the Old and 
New Teftament, You ſay, it will not anſwer 

this End; “ becauſe the Tranſaction will be 
« equally prophetic of Chr!/'s Sacrifice, whe- 
ce ther his Interpretation be admitted, or not.” 
This Objection bottoms on this Propoſition ; ; 1 
That the Nobleneſs of one Inſtance of the 
Harmony of the two Teſtaments above another, | 
depends on its being more prophetic than this o- | 
ther. Now, Sir, to confute this, I'll onl 
point out two or three Accounts, on which his 
Interpretation makes this Tranſaction a more 
noble Inſtance of the Harmony ſpoken of, 
than any Type can be: Firſt, in his Interpreta- 
tion of it, this Command was a direct Informa- 
tion of Chriſt's great Sacrifice, of the whole 1 
Myſtery of it, and relating to it, by Action, J 
and was fully underſtood at the Time of giv- | 
ing it, by him to whom it was given, ſo very 
long before the Sacrifice ſignified was made, 
and Chriſtianity commenced, Next, admit- 
ing this Interpretation, it is impoſſible any 
one ſhould make the leaſt Doubt of the Har- 
mony between the two Teſtaments, aſſerted 
in Conſequence of it: But as to Types, many, 
tho! without Reaſon, as this excellent Author 
has indiſputably ſhewn, have doubted 11 the 
Appendix p. 157. 


very 
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very Being of them, and treated the Suppoſi- 
tion of them, as abſurd; nor can indeed the 
Correſpondencies between any particular T ype, 
and its ſecondary Senſe and View, be ſo ver 
completely ſatisfying, as a full Proof, that the 
Action was made Uſe of directly and imme- 
diately to preſent the ſame Senſe. And again, this 
Interpretation reſolves thoſe hitherto inexpli- 
cable Difficulties, which have been ſo long the 
ftumbling Block of Infidelity, 

But againſt this laſt Uſe of it you ſtrenuouſly 
ſet yourtelf. You maintain that there are no 
inſuperable or unanſwerable Difficulties in the 


Command on the hitherto received Interpreta- 


tion of it; and that this of Mr. Warburton's, 
pretending to remove old, creates new ones, 
Having already taken up mach more of your 
Time, than 1 propoſed and wiſhed, I will be 
as concife as I well can in what remains to be 
done againſt you, However, I ſhall not fail 
effectually to obviate and confute whatever you 


| have advanced, in the remaining Part of your 
Pamphlet; tho I may not always propoſe your 


Reprehenfions, or Objections, in Form: And 


1 beg, Sir, you'll oblerve, That it is by no 


Mea ans, denied, but that the Writers on the 
Side of revealed Religion have clearly ſhewn 
the Divine Authority both of the Jeriſb Re- 


ligion, and all Moſes's Writings, and of this 
Hiſtory in particular to be founded on ſuch 


ſtrong and unexceptionable Evidences, as 
| make it able to bear many and very much 
greater Difficulties than do ſtill remain in it 


after 


52. 

after all their very ſucceſsful Labours on them. 
But Mr. Warburton does not confound unan- 
ſwered Difficulties with unconfuted Objedtons, 
How many Truths are there both in natural 
and revealed Religion which have been ſo ſuf- 
ficiently proved, and all Objections to them ſo 
effectually diſſipated, as that no reaſonable 
Man can with-hold his Aſſent to them; while 
nevertheleſs many Difficulties lie againſt them? 
Nor are they the wiſeſt Defenders of Chri- 
ſtianity, or of holy Scripture in all its Parts, 
who treat Diſſiculties in them, and real Ob- 
jections to their Authority as the ſame Thing. 
But yet it is not to be denied but that the 
Removal of theſe Difficulties is deſireable for 
the ſake of Unbelievers. And very well and 
uſefully have they been employed, who have 

removed (if I may fo ſpeak) any of theſe 
Offences to too many, from off the Face either 
of God's natural, or reveal'd World. 

I cannot but think ſome Difficulties do lie in 
the Hiſtory of this Tranſaction, and ever muſt 
on Suppoſition of the old Interpretation of it, 
According to it, God really commanded A- 
braham to ſacrifice his Son, not in Scenery 
only: but Abrabam ſetting hunſelf with all 
Expedition and Readineſs about it, juſt in the 
Inſtant of Execution, God ſtopped his Hand, 
and ſaved 1/aac. This he might do either be⸗ 
cauſe he diſapproved the Action, which he had 
tried whether Abraham would perform with- 
out Reluctance at his Command; or in Re- 


ward of his ſignal Obedience. How then 
; could 


r 


Y 
* 
1 
8 

1 
yl 
* 
9 
fi 
1 
14 
1 
it 
: 
: 
' 


(56) 


BE could Abraham and his Family be fully cer- 


tain, that this latter was not his Motive; and 
that human Sacrifices might not be acceptable 
Devotions to him? Might it not throw them 
into ſome ſmall Scruples about God's Attri- 


| butes, and the Foundations of Morality? Your 


pretended Solution of this Difficulty*, I muſt 
needs, and am not afraid to ſay, is very weak 
and unbecoming your Character. God indeed, 
in this Caſe, as in many others, condeſcended 
to act after the Manner of Men; but in any 
fuch Caſe he never acted like a weak ca- 
pricious Mortal, who does and undoes without 
Cauſe ; but if he ever reverſed any Decree, 
or Orders, this Change of Determination was 
owing to ſome Reaſon altering the Caſe. 
Whenever he acts after the Manner of Men, 
he does what is fitting for Man to do, and 
not ſuch Actions as are the Diſgrace of the 
Doer of them, And therefore (on your 
Interpretation of the preſent Tranſaction) 
Abraham and his Family, as well as all o- 
thers muſt conclude, both that God had Rea- 
fon to give, and alſo that ſomething, the Effect 
of Free Will either in Abraham, or Tjaac, 


or at leaſt, ſome one elſe, produced a new 
| Reaſon, oppoſite to, and deſtructive of the 


firſt, which moved him to revoke the Com- 
mand, Beſides, when 2 Man through Igno- 
rance, or any Paſſion, inſtigates another to 
any Action, of which his maturer Thoughts. 
repent and influence him. to forbid it again, he 

© Appendix p. 160, 161. | 
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hardly ever, I think, fails to give his Reaſon 
for his Alteration of Counſel, and to preſs it 
with Sollicitude ; but God did no ſuch Thing 
in recalling this Command : And therefore 
your pretended Solution of the Difficulty fails 
every Way, and has all the Faults that are 
poſſible to be in any, 885 

All, Sir, that can be ſaid in full Confuta- 
tion of the Objection, and very great Abate- 
ment of the Difficulty, is this: God's Com- 
mand, (ſuppoſing it to be of the Import main- 
tained by you) does not certainly conclude, 
that it may ever be, ſo much as lawful for a 
Parent to devote, or ſacrifice his Son, or for 
any Man to offer any human Sacrifice, unleſs 
at the expreſs Command of God, who for 
ought that Abraham could, or any Man can 
know to the contrary, might have Reaſons, in 
an Inſtance or two, to command this, or that 
Man to do it, very conſiſtently with his Attri- 
butes, and the Fundamentals of Morality, and 
with our Notions of both. But yet, ſtill it is 
not what Man can eaſily digeſt, that ſuch a 
Being as God is, would lay ſuch an Injunction 
eſpecially on ſuch a Father, with Regard to ſuch 
a Son, as were the Subjects of this Tranſaction 
and eſpecially, that he ſhould not mention his 
Diſapprobation of the Action, when he re- 
pealed the Command; even tho' human Sacrifices 
had not obtained fo as they did in Abraham's 
Time, particularly in Canaan: And to confirm 
this, if any Body ſhould be ſo hardy as to gainſay 
it, I think this a very pertinent and a very cogent 
Conſideration both to Infidels and Chriſtians, 


I That 
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That we never meet with any Thing like it 
in either Teſtament: God ſent indeed the 
Femws to exterminate certain Nations; but they 
were Criminals and owed their Fate to his juſt 
Providence, and righteous Government of the 
World; not to add, that they ſtood in no near 
Relation to their Executioners. 

But now, Mr, Warburton's Interpretation of 
this Command, not only eraſes the very Foun- 
dation the Infidels can pretend whereon to 
erect their Objections againſt the hiſtoric Truth 


of it; every even the leaſt ſeeming Difficulty is 


utterly and finally diſperſed by it: For as our 


Saviour, in a Diſpute with the Fews, would 


certainly appeal only to their canonical Scrip- 
ture to confute an Error which they objected to 
him and his divine Authority; ſo he quotes it, 
not like another Man, but like a Prophet, or 
one who had the Divine Spirit conſtantly re- 
ſiding in him; adding a Circumſtance not till 
that Time revealed in Scripture, and which 
was not only very pertinent, and appoſite to 
the preſent Occaſion, but alſo mot effeftually 
anſwers the preſent Uſe Mr. Warburton puts it 
to, the great Confufion of Infidelity. 

Your Father Abraham (ſays our Saviour) 
rejoiced to fee my Day, and he ſaw it, and 
was glad f. It is plain from theſe Words, that 


this Tranfaction of Abraham's oftering up his 


Son, © had three diſtinct Periods, The Fir/t 


contains God's Promiſe to grant his Requeſt, 


« when Abraham rejoiced that he ſhould ſee ; 
*« this, for Reaſons, given above, was wiſely 


John viii. 56. 
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< omitted by the Hiſtorian : Within the /econd 
te was the Delivery of the Command, with 
« which Moſes's Account begins; and A- 
« braham's Obedience, thro' which he ſaw 
„ CuRIsT's Day and was glad, includes the 
« thirds,” 

The Point in Diſpute now 1s, whether our Sa- 
viour's Words aſſert the firſt of theſe Periods. And 
I ſhall ſufficiently conſider all your Criticiſins to 
the contrary. You ſay our Tranſlation, © To ſee, 
<« will well ſtand with the Greek, where iy is of- 
<< ten put for ore, or dri; poſitive as Mr. Warbur- 
« fon is, that it always refers to a future Time.“ 
Pray, Sir, what Authority have you for this, 
that Mr. JVarburton is po ſiti ve ia always refers to 
a future Time? He does not ſo much as aſſert 
any ſuch Thing in the Place referred to by you, 
I am ſure. What he faith, is, that ive id ſig- 
nifies the future Time, to wit, in this Text : 
And this, Sir, 1t does, and needs muſt for A- 
bundance of Reaſons, as will clearly be ſeen 
in the Courſe of our Diſpute. How do you 
prove, that i, Or ive ion here does not refer to 
a future Time? You produce three Texts in 
the New Teftament, every one of which, it is 
true, has the Word ivu in it: of which you 
ſay the laſt is the neareſt to the Point of them 
all; and ſo, ſince they are none of them quite 
to the Purpoſe, I might well be excuſed ſpeak- 
ing to any of them. However, I will give 
every one of them a Word or two. But firſt 
of all I muſt beg Leave to remind you, that 

x Page 610. P. 144; 
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That we never meet with any Thing like it 
in either Teſtament: God ſent indeed the 
Fews to exterminate certain Nations; but they 
were Criminals and owed their Fate to his juſt 
Providence, and righteous Government of the 
World; not to add, that they ſtood in no near 
Relation to their Executioners. 

But now, Mr, Warburton's Interpretation of 
this Command, not only eraſes the very Foun- 
dation the Infidels can pretend whereon to 


_ erect their Objections againſt the hiſtoric Truth 


of it; every even the leaſt ſeeming Dithculty is 
utterly and finally diſperſed by it: For as our 
Saviour, in a Diſpute with the Fews, would 
certainly appeal only to their canonical Scrip- 
ture to confute an Error which they objected to 
him and his divine Authority; ſo he quotes it, 
not like another Man, but like a Prophet, or 
one who had the Divine Spirit conſtantly re- 
fiding in him; adding a Circumſtance not till 
that Time revealed in Scripture, and which 
was not only very pertinent, and appoſite to 
the preſent Occaſion, but alſo mot Hectually 
anſwers the preſent Uſe Mr. V. arburton puts it 
to, the great Confufion of Infidelity. 
Your Father Abraham (ſays our Saviour) 
rejoiced to ſee my Day, and he ſaw it, and 
was glad f. It is plain from theſe Words, that 


this Tranfaction of Abrahams offering up his 


Son, “ had three diſtin& Periods. The Firſt 
contains God's Promile to grant his Requeſt, 
« when Abraham rejoiced that he ſhould ſee ; 


this, for Reaſons, given above, was wiſely 


John viii. 56. 
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omitted by the Hiſtorian : Within the /econd 
was the Delivery of the Command, with 
e which Moſes's Account begins; and A. 
*« braham's Obedience, thro' which he ſaw 
„ CHRIST's Day and was glad, includes the 
« thirds.” | 
The Point in Diſpute now 1s, whether our Sa- 
viour's Words aſſert the firſt of theſe Periods. And 
I ſhall ſufficiently conſider all your Criticiſins to 
the contrary. You ſay our Tranſlation, © To ſee, 
« will well ſtand with the Greek, where iya is of- 
<< ten put for ore, or 67: ; poſitive as Mr. Warbur- 
eon is, that it always refers to a future Time,” 
Pray, Sir, what Authority have you for this, 
that Mr. Warburton is poſiti ve ivaæ always refers to 
a future Time? He does not ſo much as aſſert 
any ſuch Thing in the Place referred to by you, 
I am ſure. What he ſaith, is, that ive iy ſig- 
nifies the future Time, to wit, in this Text: 
And this, Sir, it does, and needs muſt for A- 
bundance of Reaſons, as will clearly be ſeen 
in the Courſe of our Diſpute. How do you 
prove, that ive, or ive i% here does not refer to 
a future Time? You produce three Texts in 
the New Teftament, every one of which, it is 
true, has the Word h in it: of which you 
ſay the laſt is the neareſt to the Point of them 
all; and fo, ſince they are none of them quite 
to the Purpoſe, I might well be excuſed ſpeak- 
ing to any of them, However, I will give 
every one of them a Word or two. But firſt 
of all I muſt beg Leave to remind you, that 
Page 610. P. 144; 
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to talk only about re and or: is of no Import- 


ance to the preſent Point. Vour Buſineſs is to 
evince, that the Greek Word ba ſignifies the 
preſent Time, exactly in the ſame or like 
Conſtruction, in which it ſtands in the Text 


in Diſpute, In the firſt of your Quotations, 


this Word refers only to the future Time; in 


the ſecond * principally, but not indeed ex- 


cluſively of the preſent, and even of the paſt. 
And, what is very obſervable, accordingly 
even in the Latin, and Engliſh it may be 
rendered by ut, and that before a ſubjunctive 
Mood governed of it; in both theſe Texts; 
whereas, I believe, you will not ſay it can be 
ſo tranſlated, with Propriety, i in either of thoſe 
Languages, before the Engliſb or Latin Word for 
ron in the Words of our Saviour in Queſtion, ſup- 
poſing them to refer, as you would have them, 


to the preſent Time. Your Inſtance neareſt to the 


Point of them all, as you ſay, is in this Paſſage ; 
J have no greater Foy [iva axsw] than THAT 1 
bear, or than To hear, that my Children walk 
in the Truth': But ſo little afraid, Sir, am I 
of any Hurt that this will do my Cauſe, that 
I ſhall remind you of an 3 that is ſtill 
nearer than it is, as you'll eaſily perceive on 
obſerving the Difference both of Tenſes and, I 
think, of Moods of the Words governed of 5 
in the one Text, and the other; not to refer 


vou alſo to a cloſer Cohfideration of the Senſe. 


in each. I mean where it is ſaid, Greater 
Love bath no Man than this, that a Man lay 


down 
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down [ia 29] bis Life for bis Friends", But it 
is obſervable, that there is an Ellipſis of the 
Particle q; in the Original, before the Word ia, 
preceded by a comparative Degree, in both 
theſe Paſſages: In virtue whereof (again) alſo 
ut in Latin, and that in Engliſh, before a 
ſubjunctive Mood, are properly uſed, to ſignify 
the preſent Time in both. I will take the Li- 
berty, Sir, to ſay what would have been to 
your Purpoſe, and what only: And that had 
been to produce a Text in the New Teſtament, 
where iu id, or the like Greek ſignifies the 
_ preſent Time in the ſame direct Conſtruction 
in which 1t comes after a Verb in our Saviour's 
Words under Debate, eſpecially after 4yaa- 
Aiczoun, Or the like Verb, But you know very 
well, that this Verb &yzAuaa is followed 
ſeveral Times by a like Senſe, to that you 
would here put on va id; and that in all of 
them, not % with any Mood or Tenſe what- 
ever, but 67: 1s joined to it: And for this Reaſon 
the ableſt Critics, of whom you may ſee a very 
long Liſt in Wolſius on the Place", make jva to 

refer to a future Sight. Agreeable whereto (as 
Mr, Warburton obſerved) is the rendering of all 
the Eaftern Verſions, te ſay nothing of the 
| beſt and laſt Latin ones: Nor was, I think, 
this Reference ever denzed by any Critic before 

you, or will be by any after you. 
It cannot be denied, that it ſignifies the future 
Time, if the ſtrict Meaning of the Words 
&yaniczope and yaw be conſidered. In 

= John xv. 13. John viii, 56. 
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the exact Uſe of the Words (fays Mr. War- 


e burton) 4 yardage: ſignifies that tumultuous 
e Pleaſure which the certain Expectation of 


c 


5 


e an approaching Bleſſing, underſtood only in 


e the groſs, occaſions; and yaw that calm and 
« ſettled Joy, which ariſes from our Knowledge 
te in the Poſſeſſion of 1t*:” „ Where are your 
« Authorities for all this??” you aſk him. Truly, 
Sir, he needed not go very far for them, The moſt 
probable Derivation of the firſt of theſe Words; 
and the Senſes given of both in Lex:cons in 
every One's Hands, will ſerve to give ſufficient 


Satisfaction to every one that deſires it. 'AyaAna- 


ear ſignifies that Exultation of Mind, that 
Sort of Joy which is apt to exert itſelf in 
Geſtures of the Body, ſuch as Leaping, and 


the like. Now on what Occafions is this 


Rejoicing apteſt to ariſe in us? Enquire of hu- 
man Nature and Experience; and they will 
tell you, That theſe Tumults, theſe Agitations 
of Soul and Body, are the Effects of the 
Paſſions of impatient Deſire, Hope, haſtening, 

and eagerly tending to Enjoyment, along with 
the confident Expectation of an approaching 


Bleſſing, which what it is, and how great, we do 


not preciſely apprehend. But indeed almoſt all 
Words, in Length of Time, are extended be- 
yond, and varied from their original and ſtrict 
Senſe, in their Application to many Objects. 
What, therefore, if the Word in Queſtion 
ſhould, in many Inſtances in the New Teſta- 
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ment, be us'd in a different and even contrary 
Senſe to the mentioned ? Does that prove, this 
is not the exact Senſe of it? But tho' this 

Word be uſed ten or eleven Times in the New 
Teſtament, it never departs from the Senſe 
given by Mr, Warburton, as its exact Meaning. 
But every where it either expreſſes Rejoycings 
on the Account of ſome future Happineſs in 
this Life, of which perhaps the Cauſe is com- 
menced that will procure it ; or in the great Re- 
wards laid up for our Obedience in the next 
World; or on our entring on the Poſſeſſion of 
them, which beſides their fo vaſtly ſurpaſſing 
all that we could poſſibly conceive, we ſhall 
juſtly and certainly apprehend will continually 
grow upon us, and be pouring in new Bliſs 
and in greater Degrees, without End. This 
I could ſhew by producing the ſeveral Paſſages 
wherever it 1s uſed, and examining them in 
Reference to the Context where there is Oc- 
caſion. But it is very ſufficient to my Purpoſe 
to obſerve, that wherever 4yaana ua is uſed 
together with yp, in Reference to the ſame 
Object, if the former Word does not regard the 
future Proſpect of it, it improves on and ex- 
preſſes the Manner and higher Degree of Joy 
than which is barely ſignified by the latter. I'll 
repeat the ſeveral Paſſages in which we meet 
with them in Conjunction, Rejoice and be ex- 
ceeding glad | xapers nai dyarnuaotere] for great 
it your Reward in Heaven. Rejoice inaſmuch 
as you are Partakers of Chriſt's Sufferings, 
* Matt. v. 1a. FS 
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that when his Glory ſhall he revealed [yauire 
eyanrnupiu] ye may be glad with exceeding 
Joys: Let us be glad and rejoice, [yaiuwpsy x 
eyarnuwptta] for the Marriage of the Lamb is 
come*: And accordingly, in one Place, where 
the Word &yz>azed: is only. uſed, our Tranſ- 
lators render it, you greatly rejoice u. 

I ſhould think it needleſs to add, that yaiew 
in the three Paſſages produc'd above, ſignifies, 
preciſely, to rejoice, or take Delight in the 
known Poſſeſſion of ſome Good. Tho' after 
you have quoted the ſecond of theſe Texts; 
Rejoice ¶ xaigere I inaſmuch as ye are Partakers 


% Chriſt's Sufferings; that, when his Glory 


ſhall be revealed, ye may be glad with exceeding 
great Joy; you thus deſcant on it: * See you 
« not here the direct Reverſe of what you ſay, 
« that xp» ſignifies the Joy, which ariſes up- 
«© on Proſpect v?“ No, I'll take upon me, Sir, for 
once to anſwer for Mr. Warburton that he ſees 
no ſuch Thing: He muſt have, I am ure, 
either very bad, or very good Eyes, if he does: 
For, to be ſure, it is theWord in Queſtion in the 
former Part of the Verſe, that you mean has 
for its Object a Good in Proſpect; for in the 
latter, where it is joined with &yaaaw were, YOu | 
will tell us both Words reſpect the ſame Ob- 
ject in Poſſeſſion. But you would have us be- 
lieve we are, in this Text, bid firſt to rejoice 


in the Proſpect of this ſame Good to be here- 


after poſſeſſed by us. Why, don't you ſee, 


* x Pet. iv. 13. Rev. Ax. 7. v x Pet. i. 6. 1 Appendix, 
P. 143. 8 - 
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Sir, that you. confound the Object here pro- 
pounded of our Joy, that is, paired Sufe 
ferings, or being in the ſame, tho' ſuffering 
State, with Chriſt; with the Motive or Induce- 
ment by which the Apoſtle exhorts us to take 
Pleaſure in that which was the Lot of our Sa- 
viour, to wit, he unſpeakable Foy we ſhall, 
in Conſequence of attaining to this State of 
Mind, partake in his Glory in the next Life. 
« Be not impatient under, but even content 
c and pleaſed with your Afflictions, as Cbriſt 

« alſo underwent the ſame before you; which 
« Duty if you bring yourſelf to and faithfully 
cc perform, you ſhall ſhare in his Glory in 
« which he ſhall appear and ſhall be incon- 
c ceivably delighted and happy init,” In ſhort. 
the plain Meaning of yaw in all the mentioned 


Texts, is that Mr. Warburton makes to be 


its Signification in the exact Uſe of it. And, 
as may be ſeen, particularly in that eminent 
Critic, Eraſmus, on Luke i. 70, its three Sig- 
nifications are, in Latin, Gaudere, Salvere, 
and Valere; both which laſt Words, by an 
uſual Metonymy, expreſs the ſame Senſe as the 
former ; the general Idea of both being a De- 
fire of Good to the Perſon ſpoken to (with only 
this. Difference, that one 1s proper at coming 
to, the other at parting from him) which 1s 
the ſame Thing in Effect with wiſhing him 
Jo 
Neverthelef I ſhall not inſiſt on having 
proved, as yet, any more with relation to this 
Word, and the other, 1 than only 
K 


that 
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that where they both refer to the ſame Object, 
the latter always riſes above the former, as has 
been ſhewn above. And then I ſay that we 
muſt needs confeſs that our Saviour aſſerts, that 


Abraham firſt rejoiced that he might ſee ; and 


afterwards had Pleaſure in the aGual Sight of 
the Day ſpoken of in the Text of which we 
are diſputing, to acquit his Words of a moſt 
unſeemly Tautology, which otherwiſe cannot 
be denied to be in them, You mention indeed 
bn Difficulty; < that, according to your Inter- 


pretation, the latter Part of the Sentence is 


« a Repetition of the former: Abraham re- 
e foiced to ſee my Day, and he ſaw it and 


« was glad, i. e. Abraham rejoiced to ſee; 


and then, ſaw and rejoiced. But you have 
no ſooner propoſed. it, but you diſpatch it in a 
Trice, thus, But ſuch kind of Repetitions are 


cc frequent in the ſacred Dialect; and in my 


ce humble Opinion, it has an Elegance here. 
« Abraham rejoic'd to fee my Day, xa 610 1 
© sn, He both sAw and WAS GLAD .. I 


humbly preſume to think, Sir, you had not 


put fach an inexcuſable Senſe on our Saviour, 
if you had made him ſay, Abraham rejoiced 
to ſee my Day, ay, that he did, Repetitions, 
it is true, are not infrequent in Scripture, and 
other good Authors: But then they are ever 
Repetitions with regard to the Words only, and 
not as to the Senſe. The latter Clauſe, whe- 
ther expreſſed in the ſame, or ſimilar Words 
with the former, is always added for ſome good 
* Appendix, p. | 
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Reaſon; has ſomething in it beſides what is 
in the other, either with regard to the Appre- 
henſion of the Hearer or Reader; or to the Im- 
preſſion to be made on him, or an Empba ſis 
Which changes the Idea; or as expreſſive of 
ſome Paſſion of the Speaker or Writer; or the 
like. But if our Saviour does not ſay, That 
Abraham was filled with ſuch a tumultuous 
Pleaſure as is apt to riſe on the like Occaſions, 
on being aſſured that he ſhould ſee Chriſt's 
Day, and afterwards pleaſed and ſatisfied by 
the actual Sight of it, he does not only utter 


a needleſs Tautology, but the latter Clauſe 
ſinks beneath the former. | 


I will juſt obſerve, That Mr. Warburtons 


Interpretation, which has now been fo fully 


vindicated againſt you, of this Part of the Text 
now examined, 1s a full Proof of the Truth alſo 


of his Interpretation of the other Part, juſtified 
againſt you above. For if our Saviour's Words 
mean, that Abraham had firſt a Promiſe that 


he /bould ſee; no Body, I am perſuaded, can 
poſſibly be of Opinion that the Sight he aſ- 


ſerts was given Abraham of his Day, or Re- 
demption of Mankind, was only a verbal In- 
formation, but a Repreſentation by Action; 
but if it was a vi/ible Repreſentation of this 
Redemption, it was this Repreſentation of it by 


the Sacrifice of Chriſt, as has alſo been proved. 
Indeed you yourſelf ſuggeſt this Argument, 


when, immediately after having examined Mr. 
Marburton's direct Proof of his Senſe of ſeeing 
Chriſt's Day in this Portion of Scripture, you 


2 add: 
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add: © But to do you full Juſtice, I will take 


« jn one Obſervation more, by which you 


c have endeavoured to ſtrengthen yourſelf 


6e (tho' it lies a little out of the Way) and 
« which relates to the former Part of the 


« 'Text®.” And then you proceed to examine 


his Senſe of the Words laſt debated with you. 
I do not know that Mr. Warburton applicd it 


to this Purpoſe : However it is plain from 


your Introduction of it, that you think it in- 
fers the mentioned Concluſion : And accord- 
ingly, you do not conteſt the Conſequence of 
the Argument; but only endeavour to confute 
his Interpretation of theſeWords, and the Period 
they proverelating to the Com mand to Abraham 


to ſacrifice his Son; on the Suppoſition of 


which you ſeem perfectly conſcious this Con- 
cluſion firmly ſtands. 

Whatever Oppoſition might be expected to be 
made to ſome Part of Mr, Warburton's Divine 


Legation &c. I little expected any from any fin- 
cere and learned Chriſtian to this his Caſe of A- 


braham!'s Sacrificing his Son, and his Interpreta- 


tion of theſe Words of our Saviour; and the pre- 


ſent excellent Uſe he has put it to againſt Infi- 
dels. Whatever, and howſoever juſt Opinion yo 
may have of the common Interpretarion of this 
Tranſaction ; yet in the Opinion of Unbelievers 


it certainly ſtill remains loaded both with great 


Difficulties, and great Ovjefons. Their Conſe- 
quence from it to any real O4zee:0n to the Divine 


Authority of our Religion, or of the Canon of 
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Scripture has, moſt aſſuredly, been effectually 
confuted by many eminent Pens: Say alſo that 
you were fully. perſuaded they had left not ſo 
much as the ſmalleſt Diſiculty in it; never- 
theleſs, one might well have thought, you 
would never have oppoſed an Attempt to wreſt 
from them the very Principle from whence 
they draw, and cannot but be perſuaded to 
draw their evil Conſequences ; a moſt laudable 
Endeavour utterly to demoliſh the very Ground 
on which they ere& both their Difficulties, and 
Objections, and to leave neither of them any 
poſſible Foundation to ſtand on. Yes; you 
have not only, without Reaſon of any Sort, 
diſputed his Interpretation of this Command; 
but you have endeavoured to deſtroy the pre- 
ſent U/e he has made of it: But with what 
Succels let the Sequel declare. His Interpreta- 
tion, That the Command was given to be that 
Repreſentation, of which Abraham had receiv- 
ed a joyful Promiſe, Chriſt's Redemption of us, 
admitted; you cannot poſſibly pretend to deny, 
but that the whole Tranſaction being, and ap- 
pearing to him when the Command was given, 
to bemere Scenery, and, like Words, only ofarbi- 
trary Signification, it had no moral Import; 
and that the Formality of that Action which 
has no moral Import, is ſeen no Way to affect 
the moral Character of the Author. This is 
not only moſt ſelf evident, but alſo expreſly 
acknowledged by you, But you fay, That 
« as this Solution removes one Difficulty, it 
© See D. L. 2 Vol. p. 616, 617. Appendix, p. 162. 
« creates 
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i creates another e.. I take no Notice here 
how Truth, and Men's ſecret Conſciouſneſs of 
it, is apt ſometimes unwittingly to betray itſelf. 
For you do not only here (contrary to what 
you maintain in another Place) expreſsly ſtyle 
that a Difficulty which Mr. Warburton's In- 
terpretation removes; but in the Concluſion of 
your Pamphlet, you drop the following Words. 
e It is fit for us to ſtop where Scripture ſtops 
« — and let Infidelity do its worſt,” What 
are the Difficulties which ariſe on Mr, War- 
burton's Interpretation of this Command? The 
firſt you mention is this, That on this Inter- 
pretation, the Command will not ſtand with 
the Notion of a Trial, in one Point, in 
« which the Hiſtory itſelf intimates it was | 
« intended as ſuch. You tell us (ſay you) 
« that Abraham, in expreſſing his extreme 
% Readineſs to obey, declared a full Confidence 
ce in the Promiſes of God, which is very true. 
« But you ſay nothing of his Virtue, i. e. of 
« his Patience, and Self-demal ; of which 
« yet this Command was intended as a Trial. 
e The very Words of the Command ſhew 
« this: Take now thy Son, thine only Son Iſaac 
« WHOM THOU LovEsT, Here are two 
„Things pointed at, as ſtanding in the Way 
_ < to hinder Abraham from obeying the Com- 
«« mand. 1, The Aflurances which, &c. 2. His 
* natural, paternal Affection. The r Dif- 
« ficulty his Faith was to remove; the ec 
« was to be conquered by his Refo/utron, and 
„ Ibid. 
_« Fortitude: 


(71) 
« Fortitude : But where, I aſk, was Abraham's 
« Reſolution ; if he knew either that God 
«© would not ſuffer the Command to be 
« put in Execution, or, if he did, that he 
« ſhould be inſtantly reſtored to himf.” Do 
not you ſee, Sir, that the Import of thoſe 
Words, which you make the Baſis of this Ob- 
jection, depends on the Nature of the Com- 
mand, and the View with which it was given? 
Mr. Warburton, agreeably to his Repreſentation 
hereof, gives them the Turn, which will be clear- 
ly ſeen by my quoting the following Words 
of his; «God let Abraham feel by Experi- 
c ence what it was to loſe a beloved Son: Take 
« now thy Son, thine only Son Iſaacs.” But if 
your Interpretation of the Command, That it 
was to be a Trial both of Abraham's Faith, 
and alſo of his Patience and Self-denial, be 
the true, then you juſtly repreſent the Scope of 
the ſame Words. That is to ſay, the Words 
from whence you would overturn Mr. War- 
burton's Interpretation, and eſtabliſh your own, 
do effect that End if his Interpretation be falſe, 
and yours true: I did not indeed expect ſuch 
a manifeſt begging of the Queſtion from you. 
Not but that the Command did exerciſe, and 
try, if you pleaſe, Abraham's Obedience and 
Reſignation to the Divine Pleaſure. ' Elſe it 
had not ſo well anſwered the End God pro- 
poſed by it of giving Abraham a moſt feel- 
ing and affecting Senſe of his Love, in giv- 
ing his Son for us. The Stroke which Abra- 
Page 163, 1 P. “ | 
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zam did not know but he was to give, and 
diſpatch his Son with, could not but move 
the natural Affection of ſuch a Parent of ſuch 
a Child, and ſtrongly ſtrike his Paſſion, tho' 
his Faith aſſured him that if he did deprive 
him of Life he would ſoon be reviv'd 
again. Beſides, had not Abraham had a very 
{trong Principle of Obedience, and Compliance 
with the Divine Will within him, his extra- 
ordinary Affection for his Son and Heir of the 
Promiſes, could not but have begot ſome 
ſmall Fear and Diſtruſt in him; and have 
made him aſk ſome Queſtions before -he pro- 
ceeded to Action. In one Word, it was with A. 
braham's Faith, as it 1s with that of all his 
Children and Heits : it took Root and grew 


and flouriſhed, becauſe of the good Ground 


in which it was ſown; and his good Diſpoſi- 
tion and his Faith mutually influenced and 
aſſiſted each other in every Inſtance. But it 
is certain, that, at leaſt according to Scripture 
Language, this Command was 20 Trial of his 
Obedience, or of his Virtue; but only of his 
Faith, which indeed included ſeveral Requiſites. 
But I muſt not expect to get over this Dif- 
ficulty fo eaſily: You quote h this Text of 
_ Scripture on your Adverſary, under this Ar- 
ticle: By Faith Abraham when he was tried, 
« offered up Iſaac; and he that had received 
* the Promiſes, offered up his only begotten Son, 
« of whom it was ſaid, that in Iſaac ſhall thy 
« Seed be called; accounting that God was able 

Appendix, p. 163, 164. 

« fo 


1 
o raiſe him from the Dead.” Why, here is 
not one Word of the Command being intended 
as a Trial of Abraham's Patience, or Reſolu- 
tion] I ſhall take no Notice, that the Apoſtle 
does not, as you make him, tell us, preciſely, 
that Abraham believed God would raiſe his Son 
from the Dead ; but that he was able to do 
this; which Faith was neceſſary in order to his 
believing, that one or other of the Caſes Mr. 
Warburton, and you after him mention, would 
be Fact. And therefore, I ſhall propoſe your 
Objection from this Text, not as it ought to 
ſtand, to be exact, but as you have put it, and 
in your own Words, «© But pray obſerve this, 
*«« Sir, the Apoſtle does not ſay, that Abraham 
* accounted that God would raiſe his Son IN- 
«© STANTLY. He might (for ought Abraham 
« knew, or had any Reaſon to hope to the 
« contrary) be FOR EVER loſt To HI, though 
„be was, &c,” No, Sir, inſpired Writers 
never ſay any Thing which is impertinent; and 
it was not at all to the Apoltle's Purpoſe to 
ſay, what you defire Mr, //arburton to obſerve 
he does not ſay in this Place. But tho' it was 
not his Buſineſs to obſerve it ; nevertheleſs it is 
very certain that Abraham did believe, that if 
God did ſuffer him at laſt to give the ſacri- 
ficing Stroke, he would zſtantly reftore his 
Son again to him, both for a Reaſon given by 
Mr. Warburton ; and, alfo for one which you 
sibe, ſoon after the Words juſt quoted from 
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you. The Reaſon Mr. Warburton has aſſigned, 
is this: * As by the Command Abraham un- 
« derſtood the Nature of Man's Redemption; 
ſo by the Nature of that Redemption, he 
«© muſt know how the ſcenical Repreſentation 


A 


1 


** 


« was to end. T/aac, he ſaw, was made the 


« Perſon or Repreſentative of Chriſt dying for 
« us. The Son of God he knew ry. not 
« poſſibly lie under the Dominion of the 
« Grave*,” I need not repeat Mr. Warbur- 


ton's molt juſt and juſtly expreſſed Concluſion 


from hence. The Conſequence muſt be moſt 


obvious, that Abraham muſt needs know, that 


his Repreſentative would not lie under the 
Power of Death. Your Reaſon 1s given in 
theſe Words: „It ſuits beſt indeed with your 
„ Hypotheſis, to ſay, That Abraham believed 
e that his Son ſhould be raiſed INSTANTLY, 


« For if the whole Tranſaction was a ſcenical 
« Repreſentation, to inform Abraham of the 


« Sacrifice of Chriſt, and if this (as you ſay) 


« was the principal Deſign of the Command; 

te the Information once given, the Scenery ought 
« to beatan Endl.“ Very well, good Sir, and 
I moſt humbly thank you (tho' there is no need 
of it) for this unqueſtionable Reaſon for the pre- 
ſent good Uſe Mr. Warburton puts his Inter- 
pretation of the Command to. I know, in- 
deed, you would fain take it from me again, 


and make an Objection of it to that Interpreta- 


tion, in your very next Words; but neverthe- 
Page 61 9. i Appendix 165. 
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leſs I will have it, in ſpite of them, for my 


Purpoſe. Theſe Words are; And this (that 
«© Mr. Warburton's Interpretation of the Com- 
« mand infers Abraham's Knowledge that his 
“Son ſhould not continue in Death) is one Rea- 
« fon among others, why I cannot believe 
„your Account to be the true one,” Why 
this 1s nothing, Sir, unleſs you can give a Rea- 
ſon for it: And a Reaſon, it is true, you do 
give, ſuch an one as it is; © becauſe, ſay you, 
« 1t deſtroys the Force and Virtue of the Com- 
« mand, conſidered as a Trial of Abraham's 
« Reſolution, and Self-denial; which never- 
« theleſs the very Hiſtory plainly intimates to 


_« us it was intended to be,” Why, Sir, this 


is the very Reaſon with which you ſet out in 
Confutation of Mr. Warburton's Interpreta- 
tion, and which we have already confuted. I 


| thought you had been reinforcing that Reaſon 


with ſome new ones, or at leaſt with ſome 
additional Strength and Confirmation. But I 
find, we are brought round again, and all 1s 
reſolved into, and wholly reſts on this firſt 
Reaſon. In what a Circle are we? But I defire 
to be excuſed going one Step in it with you. 
You have moſt unexceptionably proved, that 
in Conſequence of Mr. Warburton's Inter pre- 
tation, afore proved by him, (and whole 


Proofs thereof, and the Interpretation itſelf 


have been effectually vindicated againſt all your 
Objections, as far as we have gone) Abraham 
muſt be well aſſured, That if he did ſacrifice 
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his Son, God would immediately revive and 


heal him, 


From hence it follows, beyond all Poſſibility 
of Gainſaying ; not only that © there was not 
« the leaſt Occaſion, when God remitted the 
« Offering of J/aac, that he ſhould formally 
* condemn human Sacrifices to prevent A. 
% hrabam or his Family's falling into an 
«© Opinion, that ſuch Sacrifices were not diſ- 
« pleaſing to him; no more than for the Pro- 
“ phet, Abijab, whe he had rent Jeroboa m's 
6 Garment into twelve Pieces, to denote the 
<« enſuing Diviſion in the Tribes of Jſrael, to 
« deliver a moral Precept againſt the Sinful- 
« neſs of pulling our Neighbours Clothes from 


« their Backs: Nay, the very Information 


« conveyed by the Command, was, on the 
c contrary, the higheſt Aſſurance, to the Per- 
<« ſon informed, of God's good Will to Man- 
« Find. But it alſo plainly follows how 
weak it is © to ſuppoſe the Command capable 
« of affording a Temptation to tranſgreſs any 
« fundamental Principle of the Law of Na- 
«© ture; one of which obliges us to cheriſh and 
« protect our Offspring, and another to for- 


„ bear the injuring our Neighbour s:“ For 


ſince Abraham certainly knew either that God 
would not ſuffer him to ſacrifice his Son, or 
elſe would inſtantly ſpeak him into Life and 
Soundneſs again: Where was the Tempta- 
t tion to violate any Principle of Morality in 
Dio. Leg. p 618. » Ibid, p. 619. 
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e all this? The Law of Nature commands 
* him to cheriſh and protect his Offspring: 
«© Was that trangreſſed in giving a Stroke, 
* whoſe Hurt was initantly to be repaired ? 
« Surely no more, than if the Stroke had been 
c jn a Viſion. The Law of Nature forbids 
« all Injury to his Fellow- Creature: And was 
« he injured, who, by being thus highly ho- 
« noured in becoming the Repreſentative of 
„ the Son of God, was to ſhare with Abra- 
c ham in the Reward of his Obedience?“ 
All theſe Conſequences you allow, (and in- 
deed you had been a ſtrange Perſon, if you 
had not) with regard to Abraham, «© who 
« knew the Secret of the whole Affair, and 
« that it was nothing elſe but Scenery. Ne- 
vertheleſs you have ſtill in Reſerve another 
Difficulty: For “how, you ſay, this Anſwer 
ce (to the Infidels you mean) will ſerve for his 
« Family; who are preſumed to have known 
« nothing of this ſcenzcal Repreſentation, is 
cc utterly paſt your Comprehenſion, I ſay (you 

« go on) that the Family of Abraham muft be 
6c Swi to have known nothing of this ſceni- 
c cal Repreſentation, becauſe you have told us 
« from the very firſt, that the Information to 
« beconveyed by it was intended for Abraham's 
« SOLE USE; and J do not ſee how Abraham 
could open to his Family the Scenery of the 
« Tranſaction, without explaining the My- 
cc fiery 1 declare it, it you arc Dr. 
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his Son, God would immediately revive and 
heal him, 


From hence it follows, beyond all Poſſibility 


of Gainſaying ; not only that * there was not 
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the leaſt Occaſion, when God remitted the 
Offering of J/aac, that he ſhould formally 
condemn human Sacrifices to prevent A. 
brabam or his Family's falling into an 


Opinion, that ſuch Sacrifices were not diſ- 


pleaſing to him; no more than for the Pro- 
phet, Abijab, when he had rent Jeroboa m's 
Garment into twelve Pieces, to denote the 
enſuing Diviſion in the Tribes of J/rael, to 
deliver a moral Precept againſt the Sinful- 
neſs of pulling our Neighbours Clothes from 
their Backs: Nay, the very Information 
conveyed by the Command, was, on the 
contrary, the higheſt Aſſurance, to the Per- 
ſon informed, of God's good Mill to Man- 
Eind m.“ But it alſo plainly follows how 


weak it is © to ſuppoſe the Command capable 
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ture; one of which obliges us to cheriſh and 
protect our Offspring, and another to for- 
bear the injuring our Neighbour =®:” For 


ſince Abraham certâinly knew either that God 


would not ſuffer him to ſacrifice his Son, or 
elſe would inſtantly ſpeak him into Life and 
Soundneſs again: Where was the Tempta- 
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e all this? The Law of Nature commands 
him to cheriſh and protect his Offspring: 
«« Was that trangreſſed in giving a Stroke, 
e whoſe Hurt was initantly to be repaired ? 
„ Surely no more, than if the Stroke had been 
* in a Viſion, The Law of Nature forbids 
« all Injury to his Fellow-Creature : And was 
e he injured, who, by being thus highly ho- 
« noured in becoming the Repreſentative of 
e the Son of God, was to ſhare with Abra- 
« ham in the Reward of his Obedience?“ 
All theſe Conſequences you allow, (and in- 
deed you had been a ſtrange Perſon, if you 
had not) with regard to Abraham, “ who 
« knew the Secret of the whole Affair, and 
« that it was nothing elſe but Scenery. Ne- 
vertheleſs you have ſtill in Reſerve another 
Difficulty: For * how, you ſay, this Anſwer 
<« (to the Infidels you mean) will ſerve for hzs 
« Family; who are preſumed to have known 
nothing of this ſcenzcal Repreſentation, is 
cc utterly paſt your Comprehenſion, I ſay (you 
go on) that the Family of Abraham muſt be 
« preſumed to have known nothing of this ſceni- 
e cal Repreſentation, becauſe you have told us 
« from the very firſt, that the Information to 
« beconveyed by it was intended for Abraham's 
« SOLE UsE; and J do not fee how Abraham 
« could open to his Family the Scenery of the 
« Tranſaction, without explaining the My- 
« ftery?”, I declare it, it you are Dr. S 
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I am perfectly aftoniſhed at you. What, I 
| fee, will not ſo bad a Cauſe drive very great 
Abilities to? Mr, Warburton does indeed ſay, 
I think, more than once, that the vile Re- 
preſentation ſpoken of was given for Abra- 
ham's fole Uſe; and was not that the Caſe, if 
it was made to him on Account of the Favour 
God was pleaſed to have for him, or for any 
of the Reaſons expreſſed, and repeated in this 
Epiſtle to you? But was this inconſiſtent with 
Abraham's acquainting his Family of the Na- 
ture and particular Deſign of it for the ſake of 
preventing any ill Conſequences they might, 
too likely, elſe draw from it. You will not, 
you cannot, ſay that it was. Does Mr. 
Warburton, any where, either expreſly, or 
by neceſſary Conſequence, exclude them from 
being made privy to it? Pleaſe to take his 
own Words on an Occafion I need not re- 
_ peat; (I have quoted them once before in this 
Letter ;) © The Knowledge of God's future 
be Diſpenſation, in the Redemption of Mankind 
by the Death of his Son, des as a ſin- 
« gular Favour, to the Father of the Faithful 
« was what could, by no Means, be commu- 
ec nicated to the Hebrew People, wHEN Mosts 
« WROTE THIS HISTORY for their Uſes,” 
You ſee Mr. Warburton only excludes the 
Fews under the Moſaical Diſpenſation from 
the Knowledge of the Myſtery viſibly repre- 
ſented to Abraham, So this Objection, Sir, (for 
2 Page 608. 
Truth 


/ 
99) 

Truth muſt be ſpoken in the Defence of ſo 
important 4 Cauſe, againſt any Body) has, 
moſt evidently, theſe two Faults, common to 
it with too many of your others in this Con- 
troverſy; t) ſay nothing of the former Part of 
your Pamphlet; that the Poſition in which it 
is founded is moſt falſe; and admitting it, your 
Concluſion will not ſtand on it. For Abrabam 
might inform his Family of the Scenical Nature 
of the Command, tho' we admit, for Argument 
Sake, that it was /o given for his ſole Uſe, that 
he muſt not diſcloſe the Myſtery of CHriſt's 
Redemption of Mankind, and of the new Diſ- 
penſation that was to ſucceed on it to them. 
Nay, the good old Patriarch could hardly 
avoid obſerving to his Domeſtics, on the Oc- 
caſion, God's great Tenderneſs and Mercy to 
Mankind, and Regard to human Relations ; 
foraſmuch as tho' the Tranſaction would, at 
leaſt, equally have anſwered the' End propoſed 
by it, had he given the ſacrificing Stroke he did 
not know but he was to give; nevertheleſs 
when he was about doing it, God witheld 
him, tho' if he had ſuffer'd him to proceed, 
he would have repaired the Hurt in an In- 
ſtant. Could the good compaſſionate Abraham 
forbear to inculcate to all he converſed with, 
all fitting Indulgence and Love to all their 
Relations, and to all. Men, from, God's Ex- 
ample in this Inſtance, and as certainly a moſt 
agreeable and acceptable Sacrifice to this ſo 
gracious Being? Sir, God ſo honoured this 

eminent 
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(80 $I 
eminent Mortal, and vouchſafed to acquaint 
him of all his Deſigns, which had any Rela- 
tion to him, not becauſe he knew he would 
miſerably abuſe the Favours vouchſafed him, 
as if he thought he was made only for Him- 
ſelf*; not becauſe he knew he would ct; but 


| becauſe he knew that he world cant his 


Children, and his Houſbold after him, and 
they ſhould keep the Way of the Lord to ds Fu- 


frice and Judgment, K. But indeed I need- 


ed not have given any other Anſwer to this 
Objection, than only, barely, Sir, to refer you 


to the former Part of this Letter, or that Pro- 


poſition: of Mr. Warburton's of whoſe excel- 
lent Arguments under it that is ſo imperfect 
an Abridgment ; from whence it appears, ons 


both Abraham's Family, and alſo the Few 


might, with very ſufficient Certainty for their 
Uſe, conclude, that the Command to him to 


 facrifice his Son was a Revelation of the great 


and ultimate Bleſſing before, in general, pro- 
nounced on him ; and that therefore the Tranſ- 
action was only Scenery and of no moral Im- 


port; with all the Conſequences, which, as 


has been ſhewn, are fo clearly connected with 
this Truth: Tho' indeed what our Saviour aſ- 
ſures us, of which you have raiſed fo long a 
Diſpute above, is of great and eminent Uſe a- 


r See your Appendix, x p. 155, but then pleaſe not to 
forget the Anſwer above, to the Objection in that and 
the following Page. 

* Gen, Xviii. 19. 


gainſt 


1 
gainſt the Obſtinacy of Infidels, not to ſay of 
others, in this controverting Age. 
I think, Sir, 1 have anſwered all your Ob- 
jections to every Part; and that the Con- 
ſequence from all, is ſo plain, that I need not 
ſet it down, Through the whole Diſpute, I 
hope, I have behaved with that Decency to- 
_ wards you, which is becoming the Regard you 
deſerve, and I really have for you, if you 
are the Gentleman moſt Perſons I have con- 
verſed with on the Subject think you to be, 
for your other Labours in the Cauſe of 
God, and Revelation, and his true Religion: 
Tho' truly, to ſpeak my Mind, I ſhould 
be very glad the publick Opinion, 5 
this Point, ſhould prove miſtaken, and, 
appear that you are not the Author of 
this Pamphlet ; not only, becauſe I think it 
exceeding unequal to the Abilities you have 
generally the Reputation of; but alſo on 
ſome other Accounts, For to fay nothing 
of your Profeſſion that you do not ſee how 
Mr. Warburton's Concluſion follows from his 
Premiſſes, ſo well provided in his Two Volumes 
already publiſhed, which 1s ſo plain as that 
almoſt a blind Man may ſee it neceſſarily 
connected with them; and therefore it is 
manifeſt thoſe Volumes are not only what 
you ſtyle them, with much Poignancy, 1 
ſuppoſe, you think, a projected, but a real 
and molt apparent Demonſtration of it : What 
can be more unworthy of any well-meaning 
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religious World? 


( 03 ) 
candid Man of Learning, than the malicious 
Reſerve, with which you ſpeak of this ano- 
ther Locke in Reaſoning, a Szillingfleet in 
Erudition, and a Newton i in God's moral and 
« that you have given 
great Proofs of your Learning and Inge- 


„ nuity, I ſhall not diſpute,” You ſhall. 


not diſpute! That is, (for this is the moſt 
reaſonable Conſtruction of theſe Words) you 
have not 'the Confidence to deny but that 


he has theſe Qualities in the moſt eminent 


Degree ; and yet there is ſomething at your 
Heart, or in your Will which hinders you 
from frankly declaring this Opinion of him. 
Nay, ſince I have not heard, tho' I have 
made ſome Inquiry, of any Compliments 
Mr. Warburton has as yet received from 


the Public; J can hardly look on your next 


Words“ in any other Light, than as a low 
and unworthy Inſinuation in Diſcredit of 
him. His not having, as yet, prey any 


Compliments from the Public, as you well 


know, 1s not the leaſt Diſproof of his moſt 
extraordinary Merit; and therefore, there is 
but too much Reaſon to fear, you but juſt 
hinted it, as not thinking it fafe, or pru- 
dent to propoſe and venture it in Form, or 


more openly. Be you who you will, you 
had certainly done yourſelf a much greater 


And you have had a very fair Time allowed mh to re- 
ceive the Compliments of the Publick. Epiſt. Digert. 
Page 1. 


Honour 


*% 


1 WE 
Honour than you ever have as yet, if you 
had profeſſed the moſt high Opinion of his 
moſt extraordinary Accompliſhments, with 
even all his moſt eminent Antagoniſts, who 
have ſet their Names to their Works; and 


with every tolerably qualified, that is not 


moſt vehemently prejudiced, Reader, ever 


where. Indeed ſuch is your whole Per form- 
ance throughout, that even your humble 
Servant ſhould not have thought it worth 
anſwering, but that, a great while after it 
was publiſhed, I heard it was Dr. Sms, 
as I thought from good Hands; and was 
generally, in very good Repute, Thereupon, 
before I heard Mr. Warburton had anſwered 
the firſt Part, I drew haſtily, in a Day or 
two, a very rough Draught of an Anſwer 
to your Appendix; and after I heard he had 
made a few Striftures on the other; and 
the whole Pamphlet wherein they are, was 
juſt printed off ; I immediately anſwered 
this, amidſt innametable Avocations, and in a 
very ſhort Time: Not that 1 ſhould have 
thought much of a much longer, to have been 
ſure of ſparing Mr. Warburton a few Mi- 
nutes, which he can employ ſo much better, 
for the ſake of Mankind, and you from 
falling again into ſuch powerful Hands, eſ- 
pecially in a Cauſe ſo clearly againſt you, 
whoſe leaſt Touch you would certainly be 
unable to bear. I wiſh your Name when it 
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( 82 ) 
candid Man of Learning, than the malicious 
Reſerve, with which you ſpeak of this ano- 
ther Locke in Reaſoning, a Szillingfleet in 
Erudition, and a Newton in God's moral and 
religious World? « that you have given 
* great Proofs of: your Learning and Inge- 


% nuity, I ſhall not diſpute,” You hall. 


not diſpute ! That is, (for this is the moſt 


reaſonable Conſtruction of theſe Words) you 
have not 'the Confidence to deny but 8 


he has theſe Qualities in the moſt eminent 


Degree; and yet there is ſomething at your 


Heart, or in your Will which hinders you 
from frankly declaring this Opinion of him. 
Nay, ſince I have not heard, tho' I have 


made ſome Inquiry, of any Compliments 


Mr. Warburton has as yet received from 
the Public; I can hardly look on your next 
Words“ in any other Light, than as a low 
and unworthy Inſinuation in Diſcredit of 
him. His not having, as yet, received any 


Compliments from the Public, as you well 
know, 1s not the leaſt Diſproof of his moſt. 


extraordinary Merit ; and therefore, there is 


but too much Reaſon to fear, you but juſt 
| hinted it, as not thinking it fafe, or pru- 


dent to propoſe and venture it in Form, or 


more openly, Be you who you will, you 
had certainly done yourſelf a much greater 


And you have had a very fair Time allowed pot tore- 


ceive the Compliments ot the Publick. Ef Diffrt. 
Page 1. 


Honour 
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Honour than you ever have as yet, if you 
had profeſſed the moſt high Opinion of his 


moſt extraordinary Accompliſhments, with 


even all his moſt eminent Antagoniſts, who 


have ſet their Names to their Works; and 
with every tolerably qualified, that is not 
moſt vehemently prejudiced, Reader, ever 
where. Indeed ſuch is your whole Per form- 
ance throughout, that even your humble 
Servant ſhould not have thought it worth 
anſwering, but that, a great while after it 


was publiſhed, I heard it was Dr. S——'$8, 


as I thought from good Hands; and was 


generally, in very good Repute. Thereupon, 
before I heard Mr. Warburton had anſwered 


the firſt Part, I drew haſtily, in a Day or 
two, a very rough Draught of an Anſwer 
to your Appendix; and after J heard he had 


made a few Strictures on the other; and 
the whole Pamphlet wherein they are, was 


juſt printed off; I immediately anſwered 
this, amidſt innametable Avocations, and in a 


very ſhort Time: Not that I ſhould have 


thought much of a much longer, to have been 
ſure of ſparing Mr. Warburton a few Mi- 
nutes, which he can employ ſo much better, 
for the ſake of Mankind, and you from 
falling again into ſuch powerful Hands, eſ- 
pecially in a Cauſe ſo clearly againſt you, 
whoſe leaſt Touch you would certainly be 


unable to bear, I wiſh your Name when it 
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comes to obs 
_ of my 
Diſaſter «0h- 1 choſe to dran ß my : 2 
Anſwer in Rive Form of © a, Letter, becaufe * 


e 
W 


we leſs expect Accuracy and Exactneſs E 


Style in thoſe Compoſures than any vthers;”- - 8 
and therefore J have the greater Reaſon to 
ex Pardon for any ſuch Faults in that 
| Reſpect: as, through Haſte, may very likely 
have fallen from me: With r to the 


Argument, in any Point of Conſequence to the 2 


_ Caufebetweenus, I crave no Indulgence, becauſe 

I think no Pretence a ſufficient Plea for it. 
And I gladly take the Occafion the Form of. 

my Anſwer gives me, to ſubſcribe myſelf, - 
what, (eſpecially if you are the learned Gen- 


dem, generally 9 with” much mu- 
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